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LONDON, APRIL 2, 1887. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tae courts rise for the Easter Vacation on Wednesday, the 6th 
inst., and sit again on the 19th. The offices of the Supreme 
Court will be closed on Friday and Saturday, the 8th and 9th, and 

- on Monday and Tuesday, the 11th and 12th inets., but will be open 
on all other week-days during the recess. 





WE ake ryrormeD that a new system of ventilation is in course of 
being introduced into the Royal Courts, and there are certainly 
symptoms of some disturbing influence at work. In some of the 


courts showers of dust fall at intervals covering books and ut 
with a thickly-spread deposit. Perhaps when all this Tegel ust 
has been blown away the benefits of the new system may become 
apparent. 





Tue INFoRMAL rnvrrations to the country members of the 
Incorporated Law Society to attend the Jubilee Festivities were 
issued last week, and it may be anticipated that the tances 
will be very numerous. The entertainments include, as 
already mentioned in these columns, a dinner, ball, and theatrical 
representations at one or more of the London theatres. These are 
the only attractions officially recognized, but it so happens that 
the period selected for the festivities is the: Ascot week. This ie 
one of those very strange and unaccountable coincidences which do 
sometimes occur. We feel assured that neither the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society nor the Grand Committee can have 
taken official cognizance of this event, but: we think it very 
likely that many of their guests will bear it in mind. 





Taz Imprriat Instirvre appeal has been duly sent to the 
members of the bar by or on behalf of the Attorney-General, and 
a committee of leading counsel has been formed ‘‘to promote 
the success of the Imperial Institute,” which expression, 
we suppose, being interpreted, means to consider how con- 
tributions ean best be raised. We venture to offer a suggestion 


to the learned gentlemen whose names appear on this committee. 
Let them each devote a day’s earnings ‘to the object. they 
earnestly desire to ‘‘ promote.” Fix upon a day, which should 
about the commencement of the next sittings, and should 
Saturday, and let certain energetic juniors be detailed to sit i 
vestibule of the chambers of the oer members of the. 
mittee and collect, for the benefit of the Institute, in neat b 
lubelled ‘‘ Disgorgement Day,” all the fees paid during that 
The result would in all probability be so extremely satisfactory 
| orender it quite unnecessary for the other members of 
| to put their hands in their pockets. 





A cROSS-EXAMINING couNSsEL asked a witness in a 
_ Mr. Justice Curry some little time ago, whether it was 
_ that he (the witness) could have signed a deed without 
| ing it through. The learned judge said it .was by 





matter of course that a man read every deed 
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allowed to exercise the double powers of tenant for life and trustees | 
for the purpores of the Act in cases of infancy. But these con- 
siderations do uot seem to apply so strongly to the case of 
His lordship thought he had power to dispense with 
the appointment of trustees under the concluding words of section 
60, which says that the powers of a tenant for life may be exercised 
on belialf of the infant by the trustees of the settlement, and if 
there are none, then by such person and in such manner as the 
court, on the application of the guardian or of a next friend of the 
infant, “either generally or in a particular instance orders.” But 
it is submitted that those words only mean what they say—namely, 
that the court may cither give the guardians a general power to exer- 
Gise the powers of a tenant for life on behalf of an infant, under which 
they could sell the whole estate, or (as in the case now under con- 
sideration) power to sell a portion of the estate in a particular case. 
Section 60 occurs in that portion of the Settled Land Act which 
deals with ‘‘ limited owners generally” (Part XIII.). When in- 
formation respecting the trustees of the settlement is sought, re- 
course must be had to another part of the Act—namely, Part X., 
which is headed “‘ Trustees”; and it seems that all section 60 
does is ‘to say who is to exercise the powers of the tenant for life, 
leaving questions of the appointment and duties of trustees to 
another of the Act. It is improbable that the recent case will go 
farther, but it is extremely probable that a similar application will 
come before the Court of Appeal, when an interesting discussion 


may be expected. 





Tue Satvation Any gained a triumph in the recent case of 
Allon, Appellant v. Munro, Respondent (W. N., 1887, p. 116). 
The Municipal Corporation Acts of 1835 and 1882 (Act of 1835, s. 
90; Act of 1882, s. 23) provide that town councils “may from 
time to time make such bye-laws as to them shall seem meet for 
the good rule and government” of a borough, ‘‘and for the 


prevention and suppression of nuisances not already punishable in | by 


manner by virtue of any Act in force throughout the 
h.” Under the Act of 1835 the town council of Ryde had 
made a byé-law imposing a penalty upon any person ‘‘ who should 
breast or play upon any musical or noisy instrument, or who 
sing, recite, or preach, in any street, without having 
prey obtained a licence from the mayor.” A member of the 
vation Army having been convicted for a breach of this bye- 
law, the court (Maruzw and Cave, JJ.) has quashed the convic- 
tion, on the ground that the bye-law was unreasonable and ultra 
vires, and, further, on the ground that it gave an absolute discretion 
te the mayor to grant or withhold the licence. The decision seems 
to be correct. It had already been held in Johnson v. Mayor of 
Oroydon (16 Q. B. D. 708) that.a bye-law under section 23 of the Act 
of 1882, that no person (not being a member of her Majesty’s Army 
acting in di ge of his duty) should sound music in a street on 
Sunday, was unreasonable and ultra vires, and the reason of that 
judgment—that the playing of music, though it may be, is not 
necessarily, a nuisance —is applicable to this case also. If munici- 
oh steritien wish to put down the Salvation Army music, they 
must either obtain the consent of the Legislature to a special 
enactment framed to meet the case, or themselves frame a bye-law 
making the playing of music to an excessive degree punishable : 
see <x y. Powell, cited in Johnson v. Mayor of Croydon (ubi 
sup.), for an instance of such a bye-law being upheld. 
Tae Maneren Women’s Propgrry Act, 1882, purports to place 
sonore: women in — a complete freedom so far as their 
is concerned. It may frequently happen, however, that 
this freedom will not be found to exist in fact, and it has been 
stated by Mr. Justice Kexewicu this week, in the case of Haywood v. 
Whitaker, that the law will make due allowance for such cases. 
Thus, in considering the question of undue influence, there may be 
circumstances to be regarded in favour of a married woman which 
7 immaterial in the case of a man. It appears to 
id down therefore that, although the court would not 
she was otherwise than a free agent, yet it would 
evidence to shew influence on the part of her husband 
of any other person. In the case in question the wife 
that she had 
to 





been induced to make a transfer of bank 
[prosecute her husband for a felony. Thus 





founded upon her affection for her 





husband, and was not exerted by him directly. But where there 
is such a threat, and where the threatened knows that there 
is a moral certainty of conviction, it has been already settled that 
the law will grant relief in other cases, as in that of father and 
son: Williams v. Bayley (1 E. & I. App. 200). Unless, then, we 
ean conclude from Mr. Justice Kexewica’s judgment that in the 
case of husband and wife the law would go further, and would 
dispense with the necessity for a moral certainty of conviction, 
the above remarks do not seem applicable to the case. The 
judgment, however, is not quite clear, though the decision would 

parently have been in the wife’s favour could she have proved 
that there was merely a promise to let her husband go if the 
shares were Somidaeeh kok if not, then to prosecute him. As 
a watter of fact, it appeared that she had been specially told by 
her solicitor that her husband was not liable to a criminal charge, 
and that in spite of this she made a voluntary offer to execute the 
transfer. As her husband’s creditor thus got a chance of having 
his debt paid, he naturally accepted it. It still remains, then, to 
be decided whether the law will extend special consideration to 
a matried woman, not only in case of undue influence by her 
husband directly, but also where the undue influence is founded 
upon her affection for him. 





Sirk H. Setwrs-Isserson’s Brit to amend the Lodgers’ Goods 
Protection Act, 1871, is a measure of considerable practical im- 
portance, and, judging from a petition to the House of Commons 
which we printed last week, there appear to be substantial 
grounds for its proposals. It is stated in that petition to be a 
common practice for unscrupulous tenants to live on the rents 
which they receive from their lodgers, and not to pay their own 
rent for the houses which they sub-let to such lodgers, leaving the 
landlord to obtain his money by action as best he can, his remedy 
distress being barred by the fact that the lodgers’ rents are 
regularly collected weekly by the tenant, coupled with the adop- 
tion by them of the well-known procedure of the Act of 1871. 
To remedy this, the Bill provides that ‘‘nothing in the said 
Act [of 1871] shall prevent” the jor landlord from pro- 
ceeding with a distress upon the cone a lodger for arrears 
of rent ‘‘due to such superior landlord by his immediate 
tenant,” to the extent of the rent due by the lodger to such 
immediate tenant, after the lodger has received notice of the superior 
landlord’s claim. There are provisoes that the lodger ‘ shall pay ’’ 
to the superior landlord the rent due to the immediate landlord, 
and ‘shall pay ’’ future rent in like manner, until the claim of the 
superior landlord as stated in the notice shall be discharged. A 
further clause protects the lodger from a double distress by the 
severe provision that an immediate landlord distraining upon a 
lodger after notice ‘‘shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and upon conviction thereof shall be liable to a fine not exceeding”’ 
double the amount of the rent distrained for, or, in default of pay- 
ment, to not more than one month’s imprisonment. The lodger 
is also enabled to apply to a magistrate for an order for restoration 
to him of the goods distrained. The Bill is rather clumsily 
worded, but we think its proposals are just. For the 
mesne landlord, taking everything from his sub-tenants an4 
paying nothing to his superior landlord, no advocacy is needed. 
The question is, Will the lodger, who is not in fault at 
all, be put in ef worse position than he was? Legally, 
it seems not ; that he will have to undergo will be 
that his goods may be distrained upon by A. instead of by B. In 
fact, his position will be slightly hettersd, for under the present 
law he may be distrained upon by both, by A. for the head rent 
until he rg — = ermeeaiy Moo the — and by B. for his 
own rent. ill displaces B. altogether fora time. Add to 
this that the landlord cannot give the notice until he has, assuming 
the mesne landlord’s insolvency, lost one whole quarter’s or half- 
year’s rent—for no superior landlord reserves a weokly rent— 
while the mesne landlord may have fraudulently pocketed a corre- 
sponding amount of weekly payments and absconded. We think 
it will be found that the landlord comes before Parliament with a 
fairly just claim which will relieve a substantial grievance and 
damage nobody but a fraudulent scoundrel. It is greatly to be 
desired, however, that the Bill should be more clearly expressed. 
The rights of the superior landlord, for instance, should be 
positi y, and not vely, conferred, 
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Lorp Bramwett’s orton in the House of Lords on Monday las 
that the South-Eastern Railway Co. be heard by counsel against 
the Railway and Canal Traffic Bill (which motion excited some 
laughter from the noble and learned lord terming the company his 
‘‘clients”’), was negatived without a division, Lord Sranter 
Preston observing that the company could not hope to be 
sented better in the House than they already were by Lord 
Bramwett. There is no doubt that modern _— is 
allowing counsel to be heard on public Bills, alth 
pocet given by Lord Brovenam in moving that counsel be 

eard against the Australian Colonies Bill in 1850—which motion 
was defeated by a majority of eight—the general rule (see May’s 
Parl. Pr., 9th ed., p: 551) that “a public Bill, being of national 
interest, should be debated in Parliament upon the grounds of pub- 
lic expediency ” has been not unfrequently relaxed, so as to admit 
counsel to appear for parties “whose interests, as distinet from 
the general interests of the country, have been directly affected” by 
a Bill, Thus, in 1810, certain barley growers were heard against 
a Bill to prohibit distillation from grain, and in 1833 counsel were 
allowed to appear against the Municipal Corporations Bill. Many 
other instances of a relaxation of tule are stated by Lord 
Brovenam and in May’s Practice, but we can find no instance of a 
railway company being heard, though there is a precedent pointing 
slightly against such a thing—that of the General Turnpike Bill, 
on which were heard, not the receivers, but the payers of the 
tolls, “ the owners of horses, wagons, and carts.” 


LP 





Aw Act which was passed nearly twenty-eight years ago was, as 
to one of “its two principal visions, brought into operation 
for the first time before Mr. Justice Currry on Wednesday last. 
The 22 & 23 Vict. c. 63, entitled “ An Act to afford facilities for 
the more certain ascertainment of the law administered in one 
part of her Majesty’s dominions when pleaded im the courts of 
another part thereof,” appears to have practical operation mainly 
in the solution of variations between the laws of England and 
those of Scotland. There have been several instances in which 
the courts in England have remitted questions governed by Scotch 
law to be settled in the Court of Session, pw f Lord y. Colvin 
(8 W. RB. 201) and Topham v. Duke of Portland (1 D. J. 8. 578, 
580); but the case of Ex parte Spro appears to be the only 
oceasion on which an English court has settled a question of 
English law for the benefit of the Court of Session. similar 
application is recorded, but in that casee—Re Brodie and Johnson 
(30 Beav. 129)—the Master of the Rolls declined to give an 
opinion, on the ground that he had no jurisdiction, the law of both 
countries being the same on the point in question. 








THE NEW LAND TRANSFER BILL. 


Tue measure which has been so anxiously looked for was 
explained by the Lord Chancellor on Thursday evening, and many 
of our readers may be surprised to find that after all it is, as 
regards registration, only an amendment of the Land Transfer Act 
of 1875. The amendments are, it is true, extremely important, 
but the new scheme is built up on the ruins of Lord Cairns’ 
project. It supplies the compulsion which the author of the 
plan of 1875 came ultimately to see was essential to the success 
of any mode of registration of title, but supplies it only to this 
limited extent—that it does not arise until change of ownership. 
Tt also aims at diminishing the cost of registration, which consti- 
tuted the obstacle to such compulsion. It — to proceed, to 
a certain extent, on the scheme for registration without official 
examination of title propounded by Sir H. Davey ; but it pro- 
vides a novel means of rapid conversion of possessory or 

into absolute titles. It also proposes a mode of settling the much- 
mooted question of boundaries of registered land ; and, lastly, pro- 
poses to establish a land insurance fund. 

But the Bill does much more than for the compulsory 
registration of title; it contemplates two most drastic alterations 
of real property law, both of which have been recently fully 
heanelt in this journal. 

Time will not allow us this week to do more than state, as 
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and confirmation will, we presume, be generally similar. It may no 
doubt, however, be assumed that special provision will be made for 
the contents of the affidavit accompanying the application and for 
the petition shewing cause against the entry. After the.entry has 
been made, the description of the boundaries entered in the register 
is to be conclusive, but the progeten is to be liable to pay com- 

ion to any person thereby deprived of any interest in the land. 

The fourth novelty is the establishment of an insurance 
fund for providing compensation for loss sustained by any person 
in respect of registered land arising from forgery, fraud, or 
error. The plan of a guarantee fund adopted in the Australasian 
Colonies was described in our columns a year ago (30 Soxicrrors’ 
JovunaL, 316), and it was stated that, the contribution being one 
halfpenty in the pound on the value of the property registered, 
the various funds amounted in 1881 to about £200,000, while the 
total payments for compensation had only amounted to £2,504. 
It is understood that Lord Halsbury’s proposals include an elaborate 
scheme for the application of the insurance fund and for the regu- 
lation of the insurance fees by which it is to be provided. It is 
believed that the fees intended to be charged are, generally speak- 
ing, a farthing or a halfpenny in the pound, according to the cir- 
cumstances. The High Court is enabled to either order compensa- 
tion to be paid out of the insurance fund to any person deprived 
of any registered land by forgery, fraud, or error, or to order 
that the land be restored to him and that the person losing the 
land shall receive compensation out of the fund. 

It is presumed that provision will be made for subsidiary 
registers in which there may be registered public rights affecting 
registered land, incumbrances, restrictive covenants, &c. 

As the system of compulsory registration of title involves the 
ultimate disuse of deeds of conveyance and mortgage, it will, of 
course, be necessary to provide that every registered charge on 
registered land, and every registered transfer of registered land, 
or of a registered charge on land, shall have effect as a conveyance 
by deed, so as to make the implied powers and provisions in the 
Conveyancing Acts apply. Priority will, no doubt, also be ex- 


pressly given to a registered charge for value created on 
registered land over any charge not previously registered. A 


special — is, we believe, proposed with a view to the diffi- 
a Sg was so widely felt under the similar provision in the 
Y ire Registries Act, in connection with mortgages to bankers 
to secure current accounts. 


I].—Atrerations in tHe Law. 

Succession to real estate on intestacy.—It is proposed that, on 
the death of a person intestate as to real estate, his real estate 
shall be administered by his personal representatives in the same 
manner as if it were personal estate. The husband, however, is 
take a life interest in his wife’s realty, and the wife is to 
life interest in her husband’s realty. It follows, of 
that all general or customary modes of descent, tenancy by 
, dower, and free-bench are to be swept away. 
to estates tail.—It is proposed that the estate of any tenant 
full age, and able, without the consent of any other 

bar the entail, shall be enlarged into a fee simple 
in like manner as if he had executed a disentailing deed. 
tail are not to be created in future, the expressions which 
create such estates operating after the passing of the 
to create an estate in fee simple absolute. 
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Commons on the 24th ult. Mr. Addison asked the 
vec oqune Ae State for the Home Department whether his attention had 
been the great waste of judicial time, the undue protraction of 
the populous places, and the heavy expenses thrown upon the 
country by a practice introduced of recent years, whereby the judges of 
assize tried prisoners committed by the magistrates to take their trial at 
} espana or adjourned sessions of the peace; whether he was aware that 
ancient form of the Commission of Assize for the county of Lancaster 
‘was altered a few years ago to enable this change to be effected, and that 
cashire had made presentments against the new 
; her Majesty’s Government were prepared, by legis- 
Pema ceeererces t procere that prisoners committed to take their trial at 
sessions of the peace should (unless otherwise 

tried there and not elsewhere. Mr. Matthews said 
subject, incl not only the times and places of 
soy aqgedmegm but also the times for helding quarter sessions, had 


APPLICABILITY OF THE LANDS CLAUSES ACT. 
(Re Mills’ Estate, 35 W. R. 65, 34 Ch. D. 24.) 


THE ee expressed in this case by the Lords Justices in 
one branch of the Court of Appeal with the strong remarks made 
by the Master of the Rolls in Re Wood's Estate (34 W. R. 375, 31 


Settled Estates (10 W. R. 305, 4 D. F. & J. 332), seems to justify 
giving some consideration to that case. 

Re Cherry’s Settled Estates, with which, as far as the present 
subject is concerned, Re Mills’ Estate is identical, arose upon the 
construction of 9 & 10 Vict. c. 34 in connection with 3 & 4 Vict. c, 
87, the general question being whether the Lands Clauses Con- 
solidation Act, 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c. 18), was incorporated with the 
Act of 9 & 10 Vict., and the particular point was whether the 
Commissioners of Woods, &c., who were the commissioners for 
executing the Act, were liable to pay the costs of an order for pay- 
ment of money out of court te a ry absolutely entitled, the 
Commissioners’ Acts (3 & 4 Vict. and 9 & 10 Vict.) not providing for 
payment of those c»sts, though they provided for payment of some 
expenses. To make the case clear it is necessary to state shortly the 
enactments of those Acts affecting the subject. 

9 & 10 Vict. c. 34, an Act enabling the Commissioners of Woods 
to construct a new street from Spitalfields to Shoreditch, by section 
18 enacted ‘‘ that, for the p of laying down and constructing 
the said intended new street, the said commissioners for executing 
this Act shall have such and the same powers, authorities, privileges, 
and exemptions as in and by 3 & 4 Vict. c. 87 are given to the Com- 
missioners of her Majesty’s Weote Aa for the purpose of or with 
reference to the laying down and constructing the several new 
streets and improvements therein specified, so far as the same shall 
be applicable to the said intended new street, and also that all 
powers authorizing incapacitated persons to convey in the said Act 
contained shall extend to all the lands and hereditaments to be taken 
under this Act; and that all and singular the enactments, exemptions 
from stamp duties, and provisions in the said last-mentioned Act 
contained shall extend and be construed in all respects as if the 
said last-mentioned Act had been passed for the purpose of author- 
izing the laying down and construction of the new street by this 
Act authorized to be laid down and constructed, and for the purchase 
and taking of hereditaments, and for the leasing, selling, managing, 
and disposing of the hereditaments to be taken and the buildings to 
be erected thereon, and as if the hereditaments comprised in the 
svhedule to this Act had been comprised in the schedule to the said 
last-mentioned Act, and as if the moneys authorized to be raised by 
this Act had been authorized to be raised by the said last-mentioned 
Act, and as if the said street hereby authorized to be made had been 
by the said Act authorized to be made, except that,” &c. This 
exception, in effect, provides for payment of moneys into the Court 
of Chaucery, instead of into the Court of Exchequer. 

3 & 4 Vict. c. 87, in section 49, provides that where, by reason 
of disability, &c., of rsons entitled to property taken 
under the Act, the pure money is paid into court to be 
applied in the purchase of other property to be settled to the like 
uses, the court may order the expenses of purchases from time to 
time made to be paid by the commissioners. But there is no 
provision such as is made by section 80 of the Lands Clauses Act 
for payment of the costs of obtaining an order for payment out of 
court to persons absolutely entitled. 

Re Cherry's Estates came, in the first instance, before 
Kindersley, V.C. (10 W. R. 54), who, upon an application for pay- 
ment out to a person absolutely entitled, decided that the commis- 
sioners were liable to pay the costs of the application, he holding 
that the provision for payment of such costs in the Lands Clauses 
Act was incorporated with the Act 9 & 10 Vict. c. 34. This 
decision was reversed by Lord Westbury, C., who, in his judgment, 
after quoting section 18 of 9 & 10 Vict. c. 34, is reported to have 
said, ‘‘ Nothing could define more correctly that the Act is to be read 
as written on the Act of 3 & 4 Vict.” He further explained, in Re 
Westminster Estate of the Parish of St. Sepulchre (12 W. R. 499, 4 -D. 
J. & 8. 232), the ground of his decision in Re Cherry’s Settled Estates. 
He said, ‘‘ The language of the Act 9 & 10 Vict. c. 34, which was in 
question in Re Cherry’s Settled Estates, was such as to render transac- 
tions under it as though they had been transactions under the ante- 
cedent Act of 3 & 4 Vict., and to pass over the Lands Clauses Act 
— ; and it followed that the provisions of that general Act 
could not affect such transactions.” 

The Master of the Rolls, in Re Wood’s Estate, after quoting the 
above from the St. Sepulchre’s case, said:—‘‘ That is, he 
read the new Act into the old Act, instead of reading the old Act 
into the new Act. That was the ground of his decision. . . . 
But I will say candidly that that explanation of Re (herry’s Settled 
Estates is far too refined for my comprehension. I think that if we 





some time got yp tees gg calplhees pene tederst pa aig 
of the Lord Chancellor. Their report was expected soon, 
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had to decide that case now we should decide it directly contrary to 





Ch. D. 607) respecting Lord Westbury’s decision in He Cherry's ~~ 





ese” 






ence errw@ cam ae BaP SP te se eS 99 ee oe Bt HB 


~~, © 


i i ee ee Se 




















CT. 


ces in 
made 
75, 31 
erry's 
ustify 


‘esent 
n the 
ict. c. 
Con- 
h the 
r the 
s for 


, the 
ig for 
some 


y the 


Toods 
ction 
cting 
ating 
eges, 
Yom- 
with 
new 
shall 
t all 
Act 
aken 
tions 


tea. 


te- 
Act 
Act 


the 
he 
Act 


led 
we 


April 2, 1887. 








the way in which Lord Westbury decided it, and when I read his 
judgment in the St. Sepu/chre’s case I cannot help thinking that, if he 
ad then had to decide Re Cherry's Settled Estates in, he ‘would 
have decided it im exactly the contrary way,” and made some 
further remarks in the same direction. But in Re Mills’ Estate, 
before the Court of sae, consisting of Cotton, Bowen, and Fry, 
L.JJ., the court not only refused to allow the question decided 
Lord Westbury in Re (herry’s Settled Retates to & argued, but 

of the Lords Justices expressed an opinion that the decision in that 
case was perfectly right. 

In this division of judicial opinion we presume to offer some obser- 
vations ene > Cherry’s Settled Estates. It appears to us that 
Lord Westbury did not take sufficient account of the fact that, 
whatever was the language of section 18 of 9 & 10 Vict. with refer- 
ence to the Act of 3 & 4 Vict., the making of the new street 
authorized by 9 & 10 Vict. was an undertakiag falling within the 
terms of section 1 of the Lands Clauses Act, which enacts that that 


Act “ shall apply to every penny authorized by any Act which | ; 
or 


sball hereafter be passed, and which shall authorize the purchase 
taking of lands for such undertaking,” or of this other fact, that, 
after giving the fullest effect to the words in the 18th section of 9 & 
10 Vict., ‘‘as if the said last-mentioned Act had been passed for the 
purpose of authorizing the laying down and construction of the new 
street by this Act authorized,” and other words of similar import, the 
previous words, ‘the enactments,” &c., in 3 & 4 Vict. c. 87, “shall 
extend and be construed in all respects,” are in their very nature 
necessarily prospective, and became operative from the passing of 9 & 
10 Vict., and not from the passing of 3 & 4 Vict., so that the extended 
operation of the enactments in 3 & 4 Vict. took effect only from the 
passing of the later Act. These facts we think no one will deny, and if 
we ‘read the now Act into the old Act,” we obviously do so by virtue 
of the new Act. Our own opinion distinctly is that the enactment in 
question, section 18, was not intended to have, and had not, any 
retrospective effect, but was the mode adopted by the draftsman for 
incorporating the provisions of the earlier with the later Act, and, as 
the result shewed, we think rather a clumsy one; for while in the 
earlier Act there was, as might be expected, a limit of time—viz., 
seven years—for effecting purchases under it (section 27) there was 
no limit of time expressed in the later Act, passed six years after- 
wards; and the question naturally arose, from the mode in which 
section 18 of 9 & 10 Vict. was framed, whether the limit of time 
contained in the earlier Act, seven years from the ing of that Act, 
which left only one year after gt yg, etd 0 Vict., applied to 
purchases under that Act, and 13 & 14 Vict. c. 109 contains a 
declaratory enactment (section 6) that the time by the Act of the 
9 & 10 Vict. limited for purchases should be deemed to be seven 
years from the passing of that Act. It seems likely that if the section 
in 13 & 14 Vict. c. 109 that we have mentioned had been brought 
to Lord Westbury’s notice (which it probably was not) his lordship 
would not have formed the opinion that the effect (*‘ language ”’) of 
9 & 10 Viet. was ‘‘such as to render transactions under it as 

they had been transactions under the antecedent Act of 3 & 4 Vict.” 

From what we have said it will be seen that we think the views 
expressed by the Master of the Rolls as to the unsoundness of the 
decision in Re Cherry’s Settled Estates were justified. 

We have confined ourselves in the’comments on Lord Westbury’s 
decision to the question whether the applicability of the Lands 
Clauses Act was prevented by the terms in which section 18 of 9 & 
10 Vict. referred to the Act of 3 & 4 Vict. We think it is apparent 
from the decision in Re Wood’s Estate that this is the only question 
for consideration. That case was the same in all respects as Re 
Cherry's Settled Estates, except that Re Wood's Estate eee ee a 
different incorporating Act—namely, 18 & 19 Vict. ¢. 9 that 
the incorporation of 3 & 4 Vict. c. 87 was in different terms from 
those of 9 & 10 Vict. c. 34, séction 9 of the later Act enacting that 
pose other sections) sections 28 to 57 of 3 & 4 Vict. c. 87 “shall 

deemed to be herein repeated,” &c., the difference between the 
circumstances of the two cases being simply that between the mode 
of reference to the Act of 3 & 4 Vict.. employed in 9 & 10 Vict. 
c. 34 and the mode of reference emplo in 18 & 19 Vict. c. 95, 


and the Court of Appeal held in Re Wood's Estate that the enact- | was 


ment of 3 & 4 Vict. (section 49) did not exclude the 

of the Lands Clauses Act, the court considering that the old Act 
(3 & 4 Vict.) was read into the new (18 & 19 Vict.), instead of the 
converse as held in Re Cherry’s Settled Estates. 








A recent incident in the courts: Learned but irritable judge to counsel : 
* Really, De. X-» Joe aoe pnene S en eeee of law, I 
us ! Mr. X. (compassionately): ‘Just so, my lud, 
tust 80” ! 


The Prince of Wales has accepted the invitation of the benchers of the 
Inner Temple to dine with them on “grand day" in Easter Term, on the 





Sir,—This is the age of reforms, and is it not 
of their clients, if not of themselves, that 
to reforta that venerable 


attention to the 
required to pay, and that the amount can no 


a judicial determination ? 

public who deal with land in were 
benefit of the sole survi registrar and her 
from the courts in settling 


our money ? 


to become a machine for turning out profits for 


share of the fees ( ly one-fourth) was 





4th of May. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 
HE MIDDLESEX REGISTRY. 
[Lo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 
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Now, while, as I have shewn, those who deal with land in Middle- 
sex provide so handsome an income to the officials of the registry, 
we a know how little the comfort and convenience of those who 
have to frequent it has been studied. 

The Act of Anne (section 2) gave power to the Lord Chancellor 
and the Chief Justices of the Queen’s Bench and Common Pleas and 
the Chief Baron of the Exchequer, or any three of them, to make 
rules for the government of the office of the registry. The powers 
of the Chief Justice of the Common Pleas and the Chief Baron of 
the Exchequer have been transferred to the Lord Chief Justice (see 
section 25 of Judicature Act, 1881), and the power, therefore, to make 
rules is apparently now vested in him and the Lord Chancellor. 
This power appears never to have been exercised. 

The Act requires the officials to keep an alphabetical calendar of 
parishes, extra-parochial places, and townships within the county, 
with a reference to the number of every memorial. No such calen- 
dar is kept. Instead of this there is kept an index of grantors’ 
nameé ‘arranged alphabetically by the first letter only of the name, 
and this the officials call the ‘‘ Parliamentary Index.” The huge 
bulk of this index, without any sub-divisions of parishes, &c., renders 
a search therein a matter of very great labour and expenditure of 
time, Side by «ide with this so-called ‘‘ Parliamentary Index” is 
kept what is called the ‘‘ Lexicographic Index,” which is an index 
of the names of grantors arranged lexicographically, and a search 
in this latter index takes much less labour and time, but the officials 
say it is private property, and claim the right to charge such 
fee for a search therein as they please, and even, if they like, to 
tefuse to produce it at all. 

The Act says that for every search there shall be paid a fee of ‘‘ one 
shilling, and no more.”’ 

Practically, then, what the officials do is this: they keep what they 
call the “ Parliamentary Index” in a form other than that the Act 

uires, and in so cumbrous a shape that a search therein isa matter 
of such great labour and expense as to make it almost prohibitory, 
and for a search in this they charge the statutory shilling, and, at 
the same time, they keep side by side with this a much better, 
n any thing but perfect, index (the ‘‘ Lexicographic Index ”), 
wi they claim as their private property, and for a search wherein 
they charge 2s. 6d. ‘Will this hold good if challenged in a court of 
law? I-can hardly think so. What would be said if a similar 
ig were to take oe at the Central Office, or at the 

bate Registry, or any other public registry ? 

With the ample funds at their command, there is no reason why 

the officials should not make and keep very much more perfect in- 
dices or registers even than the ‘‘ Lexicographic Index,” and divided 
in‘o divisions of parishes and otherwise so as to lessen the labour and 
time expended in pre and that without any higher fee than 
one shilling being charged, and I contend that it is the duty of the 
registrar to see that this is done. 
_ I maintain that no perete indices or registers can he properly kept 
in the office of the Middlesex Registry, and that all and every the indices 
or registers now kept in the office (including the ‘‘ Lexicographic 
Index ”) en: ponte indices or registers and that the public have 
a t to ea search in all or any of them on payment.of one 
8 g and no more. 

There is a question no doubt as to what the Act means by a search. 
The officials contend (though not always) that it means a search in 
one name on one day, and that a separate fee must be paid for each 
separate name searched. I maintain that for one search fee a person 
is entitled to make a full search, no matter in how many names, so 
nee ag it is in one matter or transaction. I admit this is not clear, 


it is one amongst many other matters which one would have b 


thought would have been made clear by rules, such as the Act 
authorizes to be made, and which ought to be made and posted up in 
the office in order that all persons having business therein may know 
what may be demanded of them and required by them. 

Surely, Sir, it is time that, either by bringing a case before the 
High Court or by appeal to the Lord Chanedllor and Lord Chief 
Justice to exercise their ers under the Act, something were done 
to remedy the state of poe ie have endeavoured to point out. Can- 
not the Incorporated Law Society help us in this ? 

Spring-gardens, March 24. Gro. P. Jackson. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


IRWELL v. EDEN—O. A. No. 1, 30th March. 


Practice —: Jupcment Desror — Arpiication To Examine ‘‘ ANY OTHER 
Person” as To Dents Owrxe—R. 8. C., 1883, XLII, 32. 


The plaintiff had obtained judgment against the defendant for £1,227, 
and applied, under ord. 42, r. 32, for an order for the attendance of the 
manager of the defendant’s business for the of being examined 
as to what moneys were owing to the defendant, so that they might be 
attached to answerthe judgment. Ord. 42, r. 32, provides that ‘‘ where a 
judgment or order is for the recovery or ment of money, the party 
entitled to enforce it may apply to the or a judge for an order that 
the debtor liable under such ju t or order, or in the case of a cor- 
poration that any officer thereof, be orally examined as to whether or 
what debts are owing tothedebtor . . . ; and the court or judge 
may make an antes ten the sthostonse sit hasgenien Cie ee 
of any other for production of any or documen' 
Field. J, at pre ada refused the application on the peat that there 
was no jurisdiction to make the order. The Divisional 
decision, on the ground that the case was not one in which the power 
should be exercised; Denman, J., however, being of opinion that the 
judge’s view of the rule was right, Hawkins, J., being of a contrary 
opinion. The plaintiff appealed. ; 

Tue Court (Lord Esuen, M.R., and Bowsny, L.J.), having taken time 
to consider its jud t, refused the ion. They said that if the rule 
had stopped at end of the first there would be no doubt that 
the judgment debtor alone, if an individual, or an officer of soetennties 
if the judgment debtor were a corporation, could be or to be 
examined under the rule. Upon the last clause they had come to the 
conclusion that the words “any other person” did not include such a 
person as it was pro to examine here. The words did not mean, 
where the judgment debtor was an individual, any other person besides 
the judgment debtor himself; they referred, where a corporation was a 
judgment debtor, to any one of its officers.—Counser, Cock, Q:C., and 
W.8. Goddard. Soxscrron, EF. Hart Smith, 


HAMILL v. LILLEY—C. A. No. 1, 30th March. 


Practice—ArpgaL rrom Court or Appgat 70 Hovss or Loaps—Sray 
or ExEcvurion, 

In this case, the plaintiff having obtained judgment in the Court of 
Appeal, the defendant applied obtained from a master a stay of exe- 
cution, pending an ap to the House of Lords, which was 
the judge at chambers. On appeal to the Divisional Court that court 
held that there was no authority in the master to grant the stay of exe- 
cution, and accordingly dissolved it, The defendant now applied to the 
Court of Appeal by way of original motion. 

Tue Count (Lord Esuzr, M.R., Bowen and Fry, L.JJ.) having 
taken time to consider the point, said that they had come to the 
conclusion, as a matter of practice, that where thete was an appeal 
from the Court of A to the House of Lords under any circumstances, 
whether the Oourt of Appeal had dismissed or allowed the appeal from the 
court below, if there was any proposition to stay execution the application 
should be made solely to the Court of Appeal, and not cither to the master 
or to the court below. The application was then heard on the merits and 
dismissed.—Counse., Henn Collins, Q.C., and Hindmarsh ; Lumley Smith, 
5 oes oe Percy Gye. Soxscrrons, F. D. Simpson ¢ Oo; G. &. ¢ H. 

ran . 


ELLIS v. STEWART—C. A. No. 2, 30th March. 


Appgat—Segcurniry ror Oosrs—Cosrs oy APPEAL ALREADY INCURRED— 
R. 8. C., 1883, LVIII., 15. 


This was an original motion by some of the defendants, asking that the 
plaintiff might be ordered to give security for the costs of an a of 
which he had given notice. appeal was in the paper of the for 

earing. The order appealed from was made on the 24th of February. 
On the 17th of March the plaintiff served notice cf a On the 18th 
of March the defendants’ solicitors wrote to the plaintiff’s London agent 
asking whether the plaintiff was willing to give security for the costs of 
the appeal without an application to the court for the purpose. The 
Lendon agent said that he must consult the country solicitor. The 
defendant's solicitors replied that they would wait till the 21st of March 
before giving notice of application to the court. On the 2lst of March 
the defendants’ solicitors, not having received ey from the plaintiff's 
in Court of Appeal for 

the appeal 


* on tiff, that 
being already in the paper, and the costs ha been already 
to order tour to be given. An 
objection was also made tothe evidence of the plaintiff's inability to pay 
the costs of the a if he should be unsuccessful. That evidence was 
that he had fail y some costs which he had been ordered to pay 
in an action between and another on. 

Tue Cocrr (Corron and Linpiey Pisa.) overruled both objec- 
tions, and ordered the plaintiff to give security. Oorron, L.J., said 
that as a general rule it was too late to ask for security for the costs of 
an appeal after the appeal had come into the paper for hearing. But in 
Se poet cre ree unreasonable delay in the defendants 

g, ae did, to see whether the plaintiff would give security 
without an 
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to bé given ; it was only evidence of inability to the costs of the 
i Gvvines, HY. Terrell ; Beaumont ; asd’ Urnsmeadh, Inder- 
mau? § Brown ; Chamberlayne & Beaumont ; 4. W. Mills. 


Re AVERY'S PATENT—O. A. No. 2, 30th March. 


Appzat—Szourniry ror Oosts—Srovriry ALREADY Given For Costs In 
Count Berow—Atiecen Surrivue—R. 8. C., 1883, LVIII., 15. 


This was an original ate et eee ee ee 
give security for oe cnets of his b had been ordered to 


security for costs in the court below, and had deposited £100 for 
purpose. He now adduced evidence to shew that the £100 would be 
than sufficient to answer the costs which he had been ordered to pay 
the court below, and that there would be an ample surplus to cover 
costs of the which he was willing to undertake to allow to remain 
court as ty for these costs. The respondents adduced evidence 
shew that there would be no surplus. 

Tuz Court (Corron and Lixpiay, L,JJ.) ordered the appellant to gi 
additional gue x to the amount of £20, and said that he must 
und ing W he had offered.—Counszx, Yate Lee; Oswald. 
rors, Neish ¢ Howell ; E. Kimber. 


seriets 
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Re HUME—C. A. No. 2, 28th March. 


Perrtion ror Aprorntment or New Trusress—Evipence or Consent or 
New Trusres to Actr—R, 8. C., Decemnzr, 1885, XXXVIII., 19a. 


This was a petition for the appointment of a new trustee in the place of a 
lunatic trustee, the petition g entitled both in Chancery and in Lunacy, 
and the question arose how the consent of the proposed new trustee to act 
ought to be verified. The old was that the consent should be 
verified by affidavit, but rule 19a of order 38 (December, 1885, vide 
30 Sourcrrons’ JouRNAL, 145) pouviren Ean ‘**the consent of a new trustee 
to act shall be sufficiently evidenced by a written consent signed ass 
and verified by the signature of his. solicitor.’ In Re Wilson (31 Oh. D. 
522, 30 Soxicrrors’ Jovrwar, 236) the Court in Lanacy held that this rule 
dove pat eupny 30 © pelea in Lunacy, and that in such a case the old 

rem 


Tur Covrt (Corron, Luvpiey, and Lorzs, L.JJ.) said that in Re Wilson 
it was assumed that the petition was entitled in Lunacy only. 
as in the present case, the petition was entitled in Chancery as well as 
in Lunacy, the new rule applied.—Counsz,, Onslow ; Luke, Soxicrrors, 
Bell, Steward, ¢ May. 


Re WICKHAM, MARONY oe. TAYLOR—O. A, No. 2, 24th March. 


Pracrice—Sray or Procezsprincs—Non-paymMent or Oosts—Postronn- 
MENT or TRIAL. 


The question in this case was as to the power of the court to order 
the trial of an action to stand over until the plaintiff hes 
which he has been previously ordered to pay and has failed to 
On the 12th of June, 1885, a motion for a receiver made by the 
was refused, with costs. On the 24th of January, 1887, these costs not 
having been paid, the defendant issued a summons asking that all further 
proceedings in the action as against him ot stayed 
should have been paid by the plaintiff. summons was adjourned 
to the judge. The action was 
transferred to Kekewich, J ~ bi Sy the z Jos 
action came on for trial, an endant took the preliminary - 
tion that the costs in question had not been and Kekewich, 
(onte, Ps ordered the prsamay iy hoa over aod 
the iff to y to restore it to on 
And he ordered tae plaintiff to Rey xo on of the’ 

e 


quent period on the same day summons for a Bs | "of agro 
was heard by North, J., in chambers, and he made an er re ae | 


further zecaninaas until the costs should have 
ap otal teen orders, 

HE Oourr or Appzat (Corron and Lipsy, L.JJ.) h 
action is m the paper for trial, there is no juriadletion to order it 
over because the p has not costs which, by a 
ot proeedi Tee iors Gaippennd of tee dadaton 

. eir ps 
Vv. in Re Heal (81 Oh. D. 437, 90 Souteron? Sova 
@ summons pendin a stay 

wi have been to order the trial to 
been disposed of. Ifthe action had been marked in the list of 
‘pending summons,” it would not have come into the list for 
Counsmn, Oswald and Pochin ; Chadwyck-Healey. SBorrerrons, G. Johnson 
Shaen, Roscoe, § Co. 


CROMPTON v. THE ANGLO-AMERICAN BRUSH ELECTRIC LIGHT 
CORPORATION—©, A, No. 2, 26th March. 
Patent Action—Particutars or Onsecrion—Svrriciency,. 
This was an from an order of J., that the defendants to an 
action to soma ae infringement ge fae er further 
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Re ALBERT PALACE ASSOCIATION—Ohitty, J., 29th March. 


Insuncrion — Company — Winpixe uP — Gs FOR PsNALTins— 
antes Act, 1862, s. 
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BAINES », GEARY—North, J,, 26th March. 
CoveNANT IN BESTRAINT OF TRaps—Vaurprry—Drvisrensry—Ewronce- 
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the plaintiff B. It was objected, on behalf of the defendant, that the 
agreement not to supply the customers of the plaintiff went further than 
was reasonably req for the protection of B., because on its true con- 
struction it extended to persons who might become customers of B. at 
any time, even after the defendant had quitted his service, and that, 
therefore, the court would not enforce the covenant at all. 
Norrn, J., said that covenants in restraint of trade, not being illegal, were 
, 80 that if one part of the covenant was reasonable it could be 
enforced, while the remainder, if it was not reasonable, would not be 
enforced. This had been held in many cases with regard to space. And 
in Nichols v. Stretton (7 Beav. 42, 10 Q. B. D. 346) it had been held that 
such a covenant was divisible as regarded time. Assuming that the 
oS gpeery in the present case would go too far if it applied to castomers 
B. and his successors at any time, whether during the period for which 
the defendant was in their employment or afterwards, it would, at any 
rate, be reasonable so far as it applied to persons who were customers of 
B. during the defendant’s employment. His lordship accordingly granted 
an injunction limited to such customers of the plaintiffs.—Counszt, 2. 8. 
Norton ; M’ Swinney. Soricrrors, Warmington ; Marshall ¢ Haslip. 


THE PORTISHEAD WAREHOUSE OO. ». THE BRISTOL AND 
PORTISHEAD PIER RAILWAY O©O.—North, J., 30th March. 


ArsirraTion—Specta, Cass—Costs—Jvunispicrion—Common Law Pro- 
cepure Act, 1854, s. 5. 


A question arose between the above companies whether, under certain 
circumstances, the defendant company were liable to pay rent to the 
plaintiff company for a period of ten months, or whether, in the alternative, 
they were bound to pay interest. The question was referred to an arbitrator, 
but the costs of the award were not submitted for his decision. He 
made an award by which he stated a special case for the decision of the 
courton the question whether the defendant company were liable to pay rent 
orin the alternative interest, and he fixed the amount of rent or interest to 
be paid as the case might be if either was payable. North, J., on the 
hearing of the special case, held that rent was payable, and the question 
was then sieeh whether the court had jurisdiction to deal with the 
costs of the hearing. 

Nortn, J., held that he had jurisdiction, and decided that the costs of 
the must be paid by the unsuccessful party.—CounseL, Cozens- 
Hardy, Q.0., and Chadwyck Healey ; Napier Higgins, Q.C., and #. Bray. 
Soxicrrons, Thos. White ¢ Son; Hargrove ¢ Co. 


Re COPPARD, HOWLETT v. HODSON—Stirling, J., 19th March. 


‘Wirr1—Oonsraverion—Girr ro OCuripren or Neruew at Twenty-Ftve 
on Manntace—Onty OnItpReN noRN pBEroreE Deatu or TersTaTrix 


The testatrix, by her will, gave one moiety of her residuary estate upon 
trust for the benefit of the children or child of her nephew, to be vested 
interests in them, in case of sons, on their attaining the age of twenty- 
five years, aud in the case of daughters, on their attaining that age or 

ig under it. There were seven children of the testatrix’s nephew, 
four in her lifetime and three after her death. The question was 
whether and how far the gift to the children of the nephew at twenty-five 
or, in the case of daughters, at twenty-five or marriage, was void for 


remoteness. 
Srimuma, J., said that the case was governed by Elliott v. Elliott (12 
Sim. 276), which was an authority binding upon him. He accordingly 
that only the four children who were living at the death of the 
testatrix could participate in the gift. His lordship further held that 
** vested ’’ meant ‘‘ vested in ion,”’ and not “‘ vested in interest,’’ 
and, therefore, that one of the daughters, who had married, had become 
entitled to an indefeasibly vested interest in her share.—Counsex, Langley ; 
Pearson, Q.0., and Ernest Hatton ; Hastings, Q.C., and FE. 8. Ford; R. F. 
Norton. Souricrrons, Clarke ¢ Calkin, for F. T. Pearson, Shoreham; 
Crampton § Warne, for H. D. Warne, Brighton. 


LAOCON v. TYRRELL—Stirling, J., 10th March. 


Mortrcace—Foreciosune—Rent Recervep arrer Oxzrriricate—Arrt- 
pavir or Receirts ny Morraacers—Deiivery or Possession. 


This was a motion for foreclosure absolute and for on of the 
hereditaments so far as they remained unsold. The plaintiffs 

were mortgagees under a mortgage, made in April, 1874, of certain heredi- 
taments in Suffolk. Part of the property had been sold by them under 
their power of sale, part they hai entered into possession of, and part was 
in the occupation of the mortgagor. On the 29th of January, 1886, the 
ao va took out an originating summons for the usual accounts and for 
loreclosure. The summons did not ask for possession. On the 15th of 
July, 1886, the chief clerk certified the balance due to the plaintiffs for 
principal and interest. The 15th of Jauuary, 1887, was the time fixed for 
redemption. The plaintiffs had received rents since the date of the certi- 
ficate. The , on the 19th of February, the certified balance not 
having been paid, moved for foreclosure absolute and for possession of so 
much of the mortgaged premises as had not been sold. Sait y. Bdgar 
pr} po ponewed Journat, 322), was cited on their behalf. The defendant 

appear. 

Srimiiune, J., extended the time for redemptiou to the 19th of March, 
1887, and the plaintiffs to file and uce to the registrar an 
affidavit the amount that would be due to them on that day, 
after allowing for moneys received mye aoe rg interest, and costs. In 
default of payment on that day, the defendant was to be absolutely fore- 
closed, the plaintiffs were to have possession. On the 25th of 





February the required affidavit was filed, but the registrar, as the fore- 
Gennes bed been by the of rents after the chief clerk’s 
certificate, declined to draw up the because the defendant had not 
been served with notice of the application. Notice ha’ been served 
upon the defendant accordingly, the plaintiffs, on the 10th of March, 
moved for foreclosure absolute in default of payment by the 19th of March, 
and that the defendants should be ordered to deliver up of such 
of the mo premises as he was in ion of. The defendant did 
not appear. RLING, J., confirmed the order of the 19th of February.— 
CounssL, W. K. Willcocks. Sowscrrors, Storey §¢ Cowland, for Diver § 
Preston, Great Yarmouth. 


WESTON vo. LEVY—Stirling, J., 26th March. 
Morreace—Forgciosurg—Oricinatinc Summons—Recgrver. 


In this case a question arose whether there was jurisdiction to appoint 
a receiver in a foreclosure action commenced by originating summons. 
The plaintiffs were first mor under an indenture of mo 
dated the 27th of July, 1883, of certain leasehold hereditaments 
Castletown-road, West Kensington. On the 14th of February, 1887, they 
took out an originating summons for foreclosure against the a 
and a second mo; e. On the 24th of February an order for foreclosure 
was made in chambers. The mortgaged premises having been unoccupied 
for six months, and the mortgagor refusing to let them, although there 
was a tenant to take them, the plaintiffs now moved thata Mr. 
Hutchms should be appointed receiver. It was argued on behalf of the 
plaintiffs that although there might be no jurisdiction to appoint a 
receiver in proceedings commenced by originating summons before an 
order had been made upon it, yet that, even prior to the Judicature Act, 
1873, there had been jurisdiction to appoint a receiver after such an 
order had been made: Brooker v. Brooker (3 Sm. & Giff. at p. 475); Re 
Bywater’s Estate (1 Jur. N. 8. 227); and now, by section 25, sub-section 
8, of the Judicature Act, 1873, the court could appoint a receiver in any 
case in which it appeared just or convenient. 

Srmuwe, J., a ted the above-named gentleman receiver, with 
authority to act at once, the plaintiffs being answerable for his re ipts 


until security was nee Swinfen Eady. The defendant 
mortgagor appeared person. Soxrcrrors, Hicklin, Washington, ¢ 


Pasmore. 


VEALE & 00. v. AUTOMATIC BOILER FEEDER, LIMITED — 
Q. B. Div., 25th March. 


Form or SpEectaLiy-rxporssep Writ. 


The writ in this action was s 'y indorsed. The indorsement 
followed the form given in the R of 1883, appendix A., No. 2, com- 
mencing with “‘ Statement of Olaim.” J t having been signed by 
the plaintiff in default of delivery of a defence, the defendant applied at 
chambers to set aside the ae gee on the ground that the statement of 
claim was bad for not concluding with the word ‘“‘ delivered,’’ in accordance 
with all the forms given in appendix ©., section 4, it being expressly 
stated in ord. 3, r. 6, ces spre indorsements shall be to the effect of 
such of the forms in appendix C., section 4, as shall be applicable to the 
case. A master made an order setting aside the judgment, and this was 
affirmed by Huddleston, B. The plaintiff a 

Tue Court (Hawkins and Cave, JJ.) allowed the appeal. They said 
that the word “‘ delivered,”’ or the words ‘‘ delivered the day of Pe 
were not an essential of, or even appropriate to, a statement of claim 
indorsed on a writ. Such a conclusion was only applicable in the case of 
a statement of claim drawn.as a separate document and intended to be 
delivered between the parties.— Counser, 7. W. Chitty; Macaskie. 
Soricrrors, Harvey ¢ Capron ; Todd, Dennes, § Lamb. 


WHITELEY v. BARLEY—Q. B. Div., 25th March. 
Discovery or Documents—AcTion ror PENALTIRs. 


This case raised the question as to the right of a plaintiff in an action 
for penalties to obtain ery of documents. The action was brought 
against the surveyor to the Corporation of under section 193 of 
the Public Health Act, 1875, to recover for being interested in 
certain contracts made with the “ e obtained the 
usual order for disco of documents. The t, in his affidavit 
made in pursuance of that order, specified certain documents which he 
satan Oe penneety oie he gaan Sank Sp action was one dh ge mer 
The plaintiff then ‘or an order that the defendant should make a 
further and better vit. Master Manley Smith held that the affidavit 
was sufficient ; but Huddleston, B., on appeal, held that it was not, and 
said that the defendant ought to state in the affidavit that the production 
of the documents would tend to make him liable for ties. The 
defendant appealed, eae the cases of Hunnings v. Williamson (31 

‘artin 


= 


that the only test was whether production ocuments would tend 
to criminate the called on to make ; und if it would, 
on the authority of Webb v. East (28 W. R. 336, 5 Ex. D. 108), it ought to 
"en Come ienene ak b 

‘HE Court WKINS avs, JJ.) allowed the » pointing out 
thio difference between em action fic libel Hee Wethot bert Sean tan 
for penalties. sa VooSreete, Se pinnae wes. enteding © civil snena 
and had a Paine suing Rana from the defendant ; and, tit so bappened 
that the of any would criminate the defendant, the 
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law, before it relieved him from the necessity of producing er 


to take that objection on oath. But in an action for 


object was to criminate the defendant, and demand for discovery 
must be for that purpose. bp bapa ha ant not to be 
ordered to make any further vit.—Oounsst, Tindal i ; HX. F. 


Dickens. So.icrrons, Meredith, Roberts, ¢ Mills, for Hubbard, 
Kingsford, Dorman, § Co. 


PIKE ». ONGLEY—Q. B. Div., 16th March. 


Partnctrepan AND Acsnt—Lianturry or Acent tro Turap Parries—Saue 
‘yor AND ON Account or Ownzr”—Ovsrom or Hor Traps—Evt- 


DENCE. 


This was an action against brokers for non-delivery of hops equal to 


sample sold under a written contract by the defendants ‘‘for and on | 


account of owner,’’ and — by the defendants without q' 
The plaintiffs tendered evi 


ence at the trial to shew that by the custom of 


the hop trade brokers who do not disclose the name of their principal 


the time of the contract are looked upon as 
contract. The plaintiffs did not inquire of the 
‘‘owner’’ might be, but there was evidence 


primarily liable upon 


| 
3 
gree 


to shew soghirm | knew 
was a foreigner. Manisty, J., before whom the case was admitted 


the evidence, and the jury found a verdict 
application for a new trial, on the ground of misreception of evidence, 


oh 


or the plaintiffs. On an 


ue Court (Day and W111, JJ.) said that though evidence of eastom 
con- 


its terms. ‘Therefore, the defendants were not liable and judgment must 
be entered for them.—Counse,, Winch; Murphy, Q.0., and Pyke. 


Soxicrrors, Irvine ¢ Hodges ; Philip Thornton. 


THOMAS rv. EXETER FLYING POST CO.—Q. B. Div., 22nd March. 
Practice—WITHDRAWAL OF JUROR—OOMPROMISE NOT CARRIED ovT—Rer- 


HEARING. 
In this case a compromise had been entered into during the trial of 


action for libel, in which it was agreed that the defendants would insert 


an apolo; in their news r,and a juror was withdrawn. bo gee 
perth aA wy ts, of 


due course inserted, but an arti in another part 
paper which the — alleged was a repetition of the previous libel. 
application was 


en made to the judge before whom the trial had been 


commenced, and he ordered the cause to come on for trial a 


on notice to the defendants. U the second trial the ts 


not appear, and the jury found a verdict for the plantiff, with substanial 
dam . 


The defendants then applied to the court to set aside 


verdict and all pacoees after the withdrawal of a juror, on the ground 
ad been put an end to, and that the judge at Nisi Prius 


that the action 
had no jurisdiction to try the cause. 

Tus OCovrr (Day and Wms, JJ.) said that the 
did not put an end to an action. t could only 
legal proceeding. The withdrawal of a juror 


was 
agreement to dispense with the verdict of a jury, and the action was still | 5. ./, 


alive, so that the judge had jurisdiction to the case if he 
the agreement had not been fairly carried out, the justice of 
required it.—Oounset, Charles, Q.C., and Bullen ; Pitt Lewis, Q 
Coleridge. So.acrrons, Bolton, Robbins, § Co., for Dimond, Exeter; 
Hamilton, for Friend § Beal, Exeter. 


Re PARKINSON : Jn the Matter of A PROSEOUTION BY THE 
TREASURY—REG. o. GERSHON—Q. B. Div., 30th March. 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
Re HARRIS, POWELL v. GOODALE—C. A. No, 2, 24th March. 


Sortorror—Oosts—Taxatioy— Fas ror Dapvemwe Trrie ’’—Souicrrons’ 
Remuneration Onper (AvGusr, 1882), Scuspute I., Paar I. 

This was an from a decision of North, J. (ante, p. 255). The 

apgens ie feattel to oma only of ihe polehe aulonh tn the coast belaare 

%., Whether the solicitors were entitled to the scale fee for Mg 
title.” In August, 1884, the Commissioners of Sewers for the City 

served on S., the of two leasehold houses, a notice 
contract 
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In this case the Treasury had directed a prosecution to be instituted 
against a person at Liverpool for offences under the Debtors Act—under 
section 12 for felony and under section 11 for a misdemeanor—and a 


Liverpool firm of solicitors were yey the Treasury to conduct 
prosecution at the sessions, which they did. 
given up, the defendant pleading guilty to the charge of 


the 


The charge of felony was 


4 misdemesnor 
under an arrangement by which he agreed to pay £80 to the creditors and 
£198 to the tors for costs, he not being called up for j t. 
The Solicitor to the Treasury, on hearing of this arrangement, on 
the local solicitors, whose of costs as against the Treasury was taxed 


z 


at a little over £100, to account to the Treasury for 


amount received 


for costs, which they declined to do, insis that the amount 


they had received had come, not from 


: 
z 
: 


private sources, and that the difference between the two sums covered 
extra costs, especially of witnesses. This was an ——— on the part 
verpool 


of the Treasury for a rule calling upon the 
account for the surplus. There had been a taxation of thelr bi 


i 
as against the Treasury, and the amount taxed was £101. It was stated 
that the costs of witnesses were generally defrayed by the local authorities, 
but the made good any deficieucy. Counsel for the Treasury 


contended that local solicitors acted as agents for the Solicitor to 


Treasury, and received the money for him, and so pg get arg 


for the surplus beyond the sum of £101 taxed %o 


their own costs. Counsel for the local solicitors insisted that the money 


was paid to them as solicitors for the prosecution, and that all that 
Treasury were entitled to was to have credit to the 
taxed costs, and that the local solicitors were entitled to retain 
difference, out of which they would have to pay the witnesses, &c. In 


t, 


: 
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ee § prefer settling this account before into county court 
bring Se itice with you,” . 

It appeared that the defendant was a clerk in the employment of the 
coon, bat, notwithstanding this, he was fined 10s. and costs, as it was 
shewn that he sent out the notice from his private address and signed it 
in his name alone. 


ELECTION LAW. 


In the Matter of A MUNICIPAL ELECTION IN THE BOROUGH OF 
HYTHE—Q. B. Div., 24th March. 


This case raised a novel question as to the withdrawal of an election 
be in consequence of a reference to arbitration, the result of which 
been adverse to the petitioner. There had been an election tothe office 
of alderman of Hythe and one Bean had been declared elected. The 
candidate, a Mr. Mallam, presented a petition against his 
retarn, contesting that he had been “ returned by a majority of lawful votes,” 
sothat the question was resolved intoa scrutiny, which would be very expen- 
sive. Under these circumstances, the mayor, who knew both the parties, 
wrote to them a letter suggesting that it would be desirable to avoid the ex- 
pense and consequent ill-feeling of litigation, and that with that view they 
should meet at house, which they accordingly did, and the result was 
an agreement to refer the matter to the town clerk, who, on examination 
of the voting papers, reported that Mr. Bean was duly elected. Upon 
this, the petitioner desired to withdraw his petition, as to which the 
Municipal Election Act, 1882, s. 95, provides that leave to withdraw may 
be granted by the court on special application, and the Corrupt 
Practices Act, 1883, provides that the TMidavite shall negative any 
corrupt or agreement. Afltidavits were accordingly filed in this 
case, explaining how the desire to withdraw the petition had arisen—in 
consequence of the intervention of the mayor--and negativing any 
corrupt agreement. Counsel fur the petitioner applied for leave to with- 
draw his petition, as he found it would be hopeless to proceed. [A. L. 
Sarrn, J., + ee How can we recognize a reference to arbitration of an 
election petition which involves the interests of the constituency ?] The 
court isnot asked to recognize the reference to arbitration (although as 
the petition only involved the number of votes and did not charge bribery 
or yp or illegal practices, there would, it is conceived, be no objec- 
tion to it), and it is only mentioned as explaining how it came to be 
desired to withdraw the petition. The court can grant the leave which is 
applied for, and as all has been done which is required by the Act there 
be no objection to it. Counsel who ap for the alderman 
ected being asked whether he opposed the application, said he did not, 
and on the contrary he rather concurred in it, and believed that every- 
thing had been done in accordance with the Act. 

Tus Oover (A. L. Surrn and Granruam, JJ.) upon this, said they saw 
0 reason why the petition under these circumstances should not be 
» and so they allowed ‘it to be withdrawn accordingly.— 
Counset, Dickens ; BE. Pollock.—Times. 
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LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
The following circular has been sent to all the country members of the 


rey uent on a resolution passed at the provincial meeting held at 
York in October last, a — meeting of the society will be convened in 
London for Tuesday and Wednesday, the 7th and 8th June next. 

“ As the year 1887 (being the fiftieth of Her Majesty’s reign) is to be 
marked as a Jubilee year, it has been determined to entertain the country 
members, in acknowledgment of the frequent hospitalities which have been 
extended to the society in the provinces. 

‘The entertainment will comprise a dinner, a ball, and theatrical repre- 
sentations at one or more of the London theatres, and will take take place 
from the 7th to the 10th June next inclusive. 

“To enable the executive committee to make the necessary arrange- 
ments, we are directed to inquire whether you will be present at the 
meeting, and whether the committee may have the pleasure of including 
you among the guests. 

*In the event of your intending to be present, we shall, in due course, 
have the pleasure to send you a formal invitation. 

“It will be of assistance to the committee to receive your reply a day 
or two before their meeting on the 30th inst.—We are, dear Sir, yours 


* “E, w. Wituiameon and 8. P. B. Bucxni1, Hon. Sees.” 





LAW UNION FIRE AND LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY. 


The annual meeting of roprietors was held at the offices, 126, Chancery- 
mo on the 24th ult., Mr. James Ovuppon, the chairman, pre- 


Mr. Faawx McGepy (the actuary and secretary) having read the notice 
con’ the meeting and the minutes of the preceding general meeting, 
the ’ report was taken as read :— 

The states that in the fire department new insurances were 
effected for an ageregate amount of £6,994,418, yielding in new premiums 
the sum of £10,618 12s. 4d. 


In the life department during the same period 252 policies were effected, 











insuring £236,245, the new received thereon amounting to 
$8,085 19s., of which £1,298 16s. was paid away for re-assurance. 

Nine life annuities for £679 28. 10d. were granted, the purchase-money 
for which was £5,742 7s. 8d. Sixteen annuities for £999 10s. 6d. became 
void during pn by death. 

Theclaims er life and endowment policies amounted to £46,519 3s. 6d., 
which amount, although in excess of the claims for the year 1885, is below 
the expectation. 

The total amount of losses by fire, paid and outstanding on 30th 
November, was £21,615 15s., being about 45 percent. of the net premiums 
received in the year. 

The average rate of interest realized on the assets of the company 
(whether productive or unproductive) was £4 11s. 2d. per cent. 

The balance at credit of the profit and loss account, after crediting that 
account with four-fifths of the surplus for the year, namely, £11,863 3s. 3d , 
is £42,052 12s. 5d. The directors recommend the payment of a divi- 
dend of 4s. 6d. per share (free of income tax) for the year ending 30th 
November, 1887. After providing for this dividend there will remain at 
credit of the profit and loss account the sum of £19,552 12s. 5d. 

The Cuareman said: Gentlemen, it is useful at the close of each year to 
look not only at the eral result of our business, but also to consider in 
detail what has contributed to that general result. In the life department 
the fund has been increased by about £39,000. In these bad times this 
certainly is not discouraging. The average amount of the new life 
policies continues rather to increase, the amount per new policy having 
been during last year about £930. At the close of the last quinquen- 
nium the average of the subsisting life policies, bonuses included, was 
about £830. We should have had a larger accumulation of funds last 
year but for the unusual number of Japses and surrenders. The payments 
for surrenders, you will see by the accounts, amounted to over £5,000. 
This, of course, also diminished the premium income. It will, however, 
tell favourably in the next valuation, use £5,000 cannot be paid away 
for surrenders without the retention of a considerable sum as profit on the 
policies surrendered. The lapses on policies which had not acquired a 
surrender value were more than usual. The annual premiums on the sur- 
rendered policies amounted to £1,340, and on the lapsed policies to £1,920. 
There were claims on 70 mp in all, the average claim having been 
about £660, being, as you collect from what I have said, considerably 
below the average of su policies. Ten reversions have fallen in, 
resulting in a profit of about £7,000 in respect of those reversions, and 
sixteen annuities have lapsed, resulting in a very good profit in respect of 
those annuities. During the past year we have forty-six new 
agents. You will observe by the report that the recommend an 
increase of the dividend to the shareholders—namely, 4s. 6d. per share, 
instead of the former dividend of 4s. Our actuary, after a careful calcu- 
lation, advised the board that this proposal is a proper and safe one to be 
carried out in this the third year of the current quinquennium ; and that, 
although it offers a substantial B penn. goveneae to the pro) ¥ 
there is a reasonable prospect something better in the near 
future. x 

Mr. Cuartes Pemperton (the deputy-chairman) seconded the motion, 
and congratulated the shareholders on the success of the company and the 
enhanced dividend. 

Mr. R. J. Sisson, J.P., asked on what basis the increased dividend had 
been recommended? He had always thought it was due to the share- 
holders that the public should know pretty well how they stood with 

to the value of their shares; so that in the event of any share- 
holder selling out the persons who bought would see that they were 
goto value for their money. 

Mr. McGepy explained the grounds on which he had felt justified in 
reporting to aa tiie the ability of the company to pay a larger 
dividend, arising chiefly out of the profits on the fire business, and ex- 
pressed his belief that the geen amount of dividend might fairly be 
expected to be paid during the ensuing three years of the current quin- 

uennium. 
. The Onaraman added that the life profits had not been taken into 
account in the estimated profit. 

Mr. Joun Roor said he saw by the balance-sheet that they had the 
sum of £534,000 invested on monrigeee He wished to know whether 
directors bad ample security for that large sum P 

The Cuarmman said the interest in arrear was very small, onJy £3,000 
or £4,000, cas See could be very little difficulty with regard to 
these mortgages. y had not, of course, taken any more Irish securities. 
The number of a held on Irish property was very small, as 
also was the amount. He believed there was no reason to apprehend any 


Sinity eee eee 
The report was then unanimously adopted. 
Mr. Epuunp James moved “‘ That; in accordance with the recommenda- 


tion of the directors, a dividend of 4s, 6d. per share, free of income tax, 
be paid to the shareholders for the financial year ending the 30th of 
November, 1887, in equal half-yearly payments on the lst day of June 
and the 1st day of December." 

Mr. Joun Roor seconded the motion, which was at once adopted. 

Mr. Oxantzs Cxeston moved the election as a London director of Mr. 
R. T. Raikes, solicitor, of 24, Coleman-street, to fill thé vacancy occa- 
sioned by the death of Mr. Wm. Crossmian. They all deeply regretted 
the loss of Mr. Crossman. In Mr. Raikes they would have a man who 
would more than average ability and great diligence to the business 


of this company. 

ing thet Mr Bea (the SS ae seconded the soe ee 
. Raikes would a ie position a eman 

considerable inGuanes in his profession : ee te 


The resolution was carried unanimously. 
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On the motion of Mr. S. E. Sramvsznc, seconded by Mr. Truvam, the 
retiring directors were severally and separately re-elected. 

Mr. E. H. Burxrrr proposed the re-election of Mr. Theodore Water- 
house as a ers” auditor for the current year. 

Mr, A. Crossman seconded the motion, and it was at once adopted. 


The Cuarrman announced that the directors had, in accordance with 
the deed, appointed Mr. James J. Darley as directors’ auditor for the 
current year. 

On the motion of Mr. H. J. Francis, seconded by Mr. H. Masrsr, the 
sum of seventy-five guineas was voted to each of the auditors for his 
services during the past year. 

The Cuareman said he would now move a vote of thanks to the actuary 
and secretary, the solicitors, and staff of the office. The di sbare- 


holders, and all concerned were very much indebted to them. Pe: M 


ticularly wished to notice the services of Mr. Rogers, the chief clerk 

fire department, to whom they were indebted for « many 
— and he was quite sure they all hly appreciated valuable 
services. 

The resolution was carried with cordiality. 

Mr. F. McGerpy (the actuary and secretary) said he was very much 
ob! to them for the honour conferred upon him and the staff by this vote 
of It wes a stimulus to them to find their services gave satis- 
faction and were appreciated. 

Mr. Marx Warzrs returned thanks on behalf of the solicitors, and said 
it was their desire at all times to promote the welfare of the company, 
a Lave | by proper attention to its legal affairs, but by bringing it new 

usiness. 

Mr. Huon Suretp, Q.0., proposed a vote of thacks to the chairman for 
his continued assiduity and effective services in the chair, It was the 


desire, as it was the interest, of every member of the society that hemight | by the 


be long spared to give them the benefit of his great . 
Mr. F. R. Waxp seconded the motion, which was cordially adopted. 


The Cxareman having acknowledged the compliment, 
The proceedings terminated. sia 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
UNCLAIMED FUNDS IN CHANCERY. 


Notice to persons requiring information 1» the accounts of 
unclaimed funds in the books of the Pay Office of the Supreme Court. 

1. All lications should be in writing, and to the Assistant 
Paymaster-General, Royal Courts of J . W.C. 

2. The only authorized list of accounts that have not been dealt with 
since the lst of September, 1871, is that published as a ae erg eae to the 
London Gazette of the 8th of March, 1887, and no reliance be placed 
upon any information which is not dervived from official sources. 

8. Copies of this list can be personally my tees the Eastern 
corridor, ground floor, at the Royal Courts of Justice, or may be - 
chased from Messrs. Harrison & Sons, 45, St. Martin'’s-lane, Louton, 
W.C., atthe price of 1s. each. Application for copies to be sent 
must enclose stamps to cover postage, in addition to the cost of the 
Gazette, of which the weight is 11 ozs. 

4. Each application must be signed by the applicant; if made by a 


client to be beneficially interested in the fund. (Rule 101 of Supreme 


Court Funds Rules, 1886.) 

If the application is made by an: m other than a solicitor, he must 
state the grounds upon which he to be iuterested in the particular 
matter or suit quoted in his application, bearing in mind that the mere fact 
of the surname of the original owner of being the same as that 
of one of the parties to a suit, is not t to a claim. 

5. The correct title of the matter or suit must be quoted from the 
authorized list, otherwise the account cannot be traced. 

6. The published list is only a list of the titles cf accounts, and is 
in'any sense, either a register of next of kin, or of heirs wanted, or 
lapsed legacies, or of unclaimed estates. 

As the Pay Office is not an office of legal inquiry, and has no know- 
aon of the origin or particulars of the law suits referred to, it is quite 
useless to f baptismal or other certificates in support of an alleged 


7. Each request for information res a matter or suit in the list 

must be stamped with a 2s. 6d. odberion jetheulane aaa: as required by 

the order as to Supreme Court Fees, 1884, rule 407. can be 

ore ol of th High Oot oy miry Seeebe a 5 offices 

regi e urt; and at most . 
copihiides hereinbefore 


mentioned) t is in the power of 
furnich 


(a.) The amount of the fund in court. 
(b,) The date of any order of court affecting the account (if specially 


‘aymaster 
santa sgpeiing: Che. prepes melhed of aygiping See eeny ee an 
er. 


10. No notice can be taken of applications unless the foregoing instruc- 
tions are complied with. 













































LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. E Buzayaiee, solicitor (of the firm of Bieaymire & Shep- 
herd), of Pa vad ned by, the High ot ve PB for the 
ve ange 2 wat edited « olor in 1848. He is 
lerk to the at ‘ 
re ila Pau 9, Walbrook, has (ot ae et a Ocmenietaael 
for taking a idacite in and for rts of the provinces of 


having served : 
he was for many ca Se prey, eae ae ee ee oe. 
a cated law aie to te of the Birmingham Assay Office. 
Sie T. Martinean is am alderman for the of Birmingham, and 


t-Judge of the is the 
Assistant-Judge o ey - 


ee as, 


B 
s 
e 
: 


Mr. Evwarp Wattsr Hunnysen, 


os oe eee Renee 


Huntingdonshire Geldart) to be Under-Sheriff of 
thoes eomusten for She seems tat . a was admitted a soli- § 
citor in 1871. He is the F Board of Guardians,, 
| ie, Se and Sanitary 4 
" Ricowuen Chairman of the Currency Com- _ 
Mr. Gzonor Levixcr Waarsty, solicitor (of the of Roopers & ia 
of 17, Lincoln’s-inn- has been 1 to the a 
petra (yh Hh Xe “a ask, o er, a. Maslin Ke 
Mr. Joun Baseizy tor (i i re of Ret 6 a 
Ba Stith, es 
admitted a solicitor in 1874.’ (Substituted for last week's notice. ] 
PARTNERSHIPS 
Wi J Dswes Anpaew, Wuiuam Woop, and Wrmitam 
TLLIAM JOSEPH { % & : 8, 
ag sg -rew. Dec. : 
2 Pigs Henzx 
Sbldge the business at the above 4 
mons age will to carry = t x 5) 
Wruas Dunn and Rossar Parys, solicitors (Dunn & Payne), ‘ 











Pipwowas Hoss and Sg ._. March 25. 
isk: Buccs Deke, aed conanaiineal a ‘Marck 25. 
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COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rora oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date. APPEAL asad APPEAL CournT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
‘, No. No. 2. Kay. y) 
Mon., April 4 Mr. Wart Mr. King Mr. Jackson Mr. Pemberton 
Tuesday ... 5 King Ward Koe Clowes 
Wednesday 6 Clowes King Jackson Pemberton 
Thursday... 7 Pemberton Ward Koe Clowes 
Mr. Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice 
NortTuH. STIRLING. KEKEWICH 
4 Mr. Beal Mr. Leach Mr. Carrington 
5 Pugh Godfrey Lavie 
6 Bea! Leach Carrington 
7 Pagh Godfrey Lavie 





The Easter ‘Vacation will commence on gy the 8th day of April, and ter- 
10 


minate on Tuesday, the 12th day of April, 1887, both days inclusive. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette—FRiIpAY, March 2. 
. JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
AKrG1o0-EGyYpTiAn BayxinG Co.,, Lontep.—Petn for winding up, presented March 
directed to be heard before Kay, J., on April 2. , Serjeante’ iun, Fieet 
st, solor for petners 
Lire AssociaTIOn, LuaiTreD.—Petn presented for confirming con ditional 
agreement, dated Jan 14, between Briton Life Association, Limited, and Marine 
and General Mutual Life Assurance Society, for vipey oy business and assets 
of said Association by the ie Sosiete directed to be heard before — J., on 
April 2. Davidson & Morriss, Queen Victoria Fa poles for Associatio: 
British EmpPrre Matcu von IMITED.—Kay, J., has fixed Wednesday, April 6, 
at 2, at his chambers, for appointment ot official ee og 
CARLYLE SLATE At D SLAB LowiTep.—Stirling, J. nes, by an order dated 
Lares appointed Ernest Crewdson, Machestor, to 47 offic ——— 
LOEB CHEMICAL Lew guy Licut Co., Limitep.—Petn for windi ), presented 
March 19, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on April 2. atehote Jones, 
& Co , Mark lane, solors for petners 
PUNJAUB AND CASHMERE CARPET Co., LimITED.—By an order made by Cottey. 
J., dated March 14 it was ordered that the company be wound up. Payne & 
ys Cornhill, so'or for petner 
t TuRGR’s (BRITISH) MoTIveE PowEt SynpIcaTE, LimtTep —Chitty, J., has fixed 
teas lay, April 4, at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official 
aor 

THomas W2EzEB & Sons, LowitTED.—Chitty, J., has fixed April 4, at 12.80, at his 
pwn Belg for the appointment of an Official liquidator 
@BKSHIRE TANNERY AND Boot ManvuracTory, LimtTeD.—By an order made by 
Chitty, J., dated March. 14, it was ordered that the manufactory be wound up. 
Lyne & olman, Great Winchester st, solors for petners 

WHOLESALE Grocery Co, Lumren.—By an order made by North, J., dated 
ware 14, he EO ordered that the company be wound up. Durant, juu.,  Guild- 

cbmbrs, solor 


CounTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED In CERY 

Crry Murcantite Insurance Co, LimiTeD.—Tne Vice-Chancellor has by an 
order, dated Feb 14, appointed William Francis Terry, Central blégs, North 
John street, Liverpool. to be official liquidator 
MAXCHESTER COMEDY TRE Co, LiMITED.—Petn for winding up, presented 
March 21, directed to be heard before Bristowe, V.C., at the Assize Courts, 
Manchester, on Monday, April 4 at il. Stocks, Manchester, 





eolor for petner 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED 
PALFORD INDEPENDENT DxvuIps’ Society, Mason’s Arms, Robert Hall st, Salford, 
Manchester. March 23 
London Gaszette.—TUESDAY. March 99. 
JVINT STOCK COMP —_— 
LIMITED IN CHANCER 
ApaM Eyton, Loarep.—Petn for wanting ZB. Presented March 26, directed to 
be heard Before aan. <, om Saturday, April 23. Hulbert, Broad st bidgs, 
solor for petner 
ZEOLUS WATERSPRAY AND GENERAL VENTILATING Oo, LourTen.—Cieditors are 


required, on or befo names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claim-, beh her Cee my 4, ae ot Sheeier. y 
appointed hearing an udicativg upon t lebts and claims 
, Limrrep.—By an order made by Chitty, J. dated 
that the essociation be wound up. Snell & Co, George 
er 


AINT OVER IMITED.—By an order made by Kay, J, dated 
March 19, it was ordered that the company be wound up. Harrison, Uhancery 
lane, solor for petners 

jUITABLE PLATE Guiass InsuRANcE Co, LimiTED.—By an order made by Kay, 

-» dated March 19, it ae ordered that the company be wound up. Roberts, 
Essex st, Strand. solor for petners 

onEs Lioyp, oye —North, J., has, by an order dated Warch 12, appointed 

William Henderson Walker, 40, Castle st, | veges, to be official liquidator. 

Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to send their names and 

and culars of their debts or claims tothe above. Monday, 

16, at 1, is appointed for hearing and aijudicating upon the debts aud 


Lonpow Mopzet DweELiines Co, Lomren.—By an order made Stir J. 
dated March. 19, it was ordered that the cempany be nono y up. Walesa’ 


st, for petner 

Union Osment Co, Liairep, oF NEWCASTLE UPON TYNE.—By an order made 
Chitty, J , dated March 19. it was ordered that the voluntary 0 ee 
be continued. Ullithorne & Co, Field ct, Gray’sinn, agents for Dodds 


© Oe, Biockton on Tees, solors for 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Ona Tee | > ual Union BENEFIT Society, Bull’s Head Inn, Callington, 


: 








Norices To CREDITORS UNDER TrusTeES RELIEF Act, for insertion in_the 
London oe aay pewmneper, sigekd be sent bo Hatzioon and Cons, Pub- 
Hebere Lome eagle aly, lane, W.C. The Gazette is published every 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or CLArM. 
London Gasette.—Frimpay, March 18. 
ALLEN, JoHN, Great | Wilbraham, Cambridge, Farmer. April 12. Papworth & 
BENIDN Sacer WHEATLEY, Lazenby, York, Farmer. Aprili. Meek, Middles- 
nevenn, ——y Morn ane rd, Regent’s pk, Gent. April 19. Weall & Bar- 
ker, South sq. Gray’s 


CARTWRIGHT, HARRIET, Wrington, Somerset, May 1i. Perham, Bristol 


Cooxson, JuLia CHARLOTTE, Hanover ter, Regent’s pk. April27. Broughton & 
Broughton. Gt Mariborough st 
Corzison, HANNAH, St Leonard’s on Sea. May 9. Smith & Co, Aldermanbury 


Cnegeee, Gaenerees Beer, Portswood, Southampton. Aprili4. Bowlings 
DopswoRTH, gy ty Newcastle upon Tyne, Boohseller. May 1. Philipson, 


N u 
DopswosTH, WILLtase er VALENTINE, Newcastle on Tyne, Bookseller. May 1. 


Philipson & Co, ie, Sownaetle upon Tyne 
Pu WINDHAM, Iford, Bouthampton. April 18. Capron & Co, Savile 


CHARLES, Manchester, Paper Merchant. May 4. Minor, Man- 


WHITEHEAD, SAMUEL, Blackley, Lancaster, Gent. May6. Minor, Manchester 
Fisxer, RACHEL, Robert Town, York. April2. Oates, Heckmondwike 

FisHer, SAMUSL, Birstal, York, Stone Mason. April9. Oates, Heckmondwike 
HARPER, Bh mg GEORGE, Healing, Lincoln, Farmer. April 15. Moxon, 


Pontefract 
HERATH, *ienas ApotpH JoHaANnn, Leipzcig, Saxony. July 1. Goldberg & 


don, West st, Finsbury circus 
HOLMES, CHARLOTTE Gissanera THomasina, Holland villas rd, Kensington, 
April 30. Watson,& Co, Bouverie st 
HURLEY, Axi, King’s Norton, Worcester. April 5, Lane & Clutterbuck, Bir- 
J ommeom, ORY, Snettisham, Norfolk. May1. Allisons & Allisons, Louth 


KELLY bet meer Broadway, Westminster. April 16. Norton & Co, Victoria st, 
estminster 
Krwa,s JAMES, Senathaast, Sussex, Maltster and Farmer. April 27. Rowland & 
‘0, Croydon 
LAMBERT, W: WiLL1AM, New Malden, Surrey, Pianoforte Maker. April 30. Wood- 
roffe, Gt Dover st 
LAMBERT, Mary, New Malden, Surrey. April 30. Woodroffe, Gt Dover st 


Lapneerm, Joun, Southsea, Esq. May 2. Wood & Co, Raymond bldgs, Gray’s 


on 
McGowan, James, Wapping wall, Engineer. May 2. Allin, New Broad st 
MovuntTaly, ANN, Boston, Lincoln. April16, Staniland, Boston 
atomageae, | WILLIAM POLLING, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Gent. April 2. Kaocker, 
ve! 
Pav, BuizA Mor Y Ann, Devonshire rd, Holloway. April 18. Bedford & Co, 
t Tower s 
SAMMELL, , Dalston lane, Dalston. Aprili8. Emanuel & Simmonds, 
Finsbury circus 
oa, gowns. penton, Lincoln, Retired Wine Merchant. Mayi. Millington 
mpson Bosto: 
SMITH, GEORGE, ¥ oe Surrey, Gent. April12. Paterson & Sons, Bouverie 
st 
SmirH, JoHN, Wellington, Salop, Iron Merchant. March 31. Carrane, Wel- 
D 
SowDEN RACHEL, Craven ter, Halifax. April 16. England & Foster, Halifax 


samt ~~ ne, TOWLER, Seeanean, . Colony of Victoria, Gent. April 13. Wil- 
os 
SyYKzEs, semen in Liversedge, York, Cabinet Maker. April 2. Oates, 


ang kmon 
oe, Se ¥ ELIEzAR, Endsleigh gdns, Stock Broker. April 18. Emanuel & 


Dcnaeda. Finsbury 
Tecuzees, Haseme Wisbech Saint Peter, Cambridge, Shoe Dealer. April 7. 
uthw 
ToRRY Jamey x Melrose gdns, West Kensington. April 15. Neish & 
a 
WADE, a Willey, Lancaster, Restaurant Keeper. April 18. Sande- 
man, 
WitiiaMs, Mary, Meliden, Flint. April4, Roe-Browne, Rhyl 
SS pean. Forcy rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Gent. April19, Hortin, Edgware 
y 


par’ 
London Gazette.—TuxEsbDaY, March 22. 
Biome ¥, Davip, Dukinfield, Chester, Farmer. April 25. Whitehead, Staly- 
es = , WILLIAM, Stoneygate, Leicester, Wharfinger. June 1. Haxby & 
Brook, Josuva, Springfield mount, Leeds, Hat Manufacturer. April1. Simp- 
son, 
Brooke, Hon Dame HENkreTTa Jutia, Eccleston sq. May 1. Broughton & 
Broughton, Gt st _ 3 
Ome, 225 Lieut. Col. REGINALD Henry, Budock, Cornwall. April 17. Tilly, 
CoLMAN, CHARLES FREDERI Wimbled Cc 
, ae 477 CK, on, Surrey, Esq. May 2. Colman, 
CROWTHER, THOMAS BaTE, Harraby Miil, Cumberland, Miller. June1. Wright 


& Brown, Car 
Dasteen, isaac, Liverpool, Wine Merchant. May 3. Layton & Steel, Liverpool 
een, Soees Nottingham, Farmer. May 3. Dickinson & 
ELpRIngs, ieee Reaee Wsabetenneti. April 30. Wills, Uxbridge 
E..ior?, Josian, Brampton, Derby, Gent. May 4. Gee, Chesterfield 
FLETCHER, foams, “eaten rd, Tottenham, Foreman, April 30. Bannister, 
ForsyTu, , Byker, Newcastle upon Tyne. May 3. Dickinson & Miller, 


ew 
Fox, WILLIAM. , Draper. June. Hill, Crewe 


GavLt, Isaac, Poulton rd, Southport. April 30. Walley, Manchester 
Crna, Sey Soho sq, Plate Glass Merchant. April 90. Furber, Gray’s 


Hascapae "Peones Rewwent, Menchestdr, Apell ti; Ocolion &-Ceaven; Miu: 


HOckKLEY, Staines rd, Hounslow. March 31. N 
- rd, iW. ewton & Down, High at, 
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d ! Hotyoax, Harry, Leicester, bg slog Eat 
aes Francois OnARLES, Moseley, Worcester, Gent. May 3i. Sanders, ‘Ht aK, Merge tt. (Ord Meee Feb : 


romsgrove 
Hueues, Marta. Lye, Worcester. April18. Wall & Hinds, Stourbridge 
JOHNSTON, Mary A Ave, 3 North Hil’ Farm, Highgate, Cowkeeper. April 4. 
Fisher & Oo, Old J ee | chbrs 
Jom, Si a at Muza, Oldswinford, Worcester. May 14. Thorne & Co, Wolver- 


ER, ALEXANDER AvuGusTUs, Regent st, Watchmaker. April 17. 
sane tighardson & Sadler, Golden sq 
ISABELLA ANDERSON, Marius, St Leonards on Gen. April 30. Dees & 
a ee Late tag» upon Tyne 
LANE, IsRaEL, Lan; Be yaad bee May 11. Wood, ores 
LAWRENCE, a Mase, e Vue rd, Shrewsbury. April 9. G R & C E Wace, 


Law, Isa So, Whitworth, Lancaster, Stone Merchant. April 2. Roberts, 


LEWIs, ee st, » pone J gréen, Silk Trimming Manufacturer. April 

Marmeom, ponea, Granville pl, Portman sq, Doctor of Medicine. April 29. 
Rice urnett, Devereux ct. Temple 

Seumapeun simon, Cuddington, Chester, Tailor. May 2. Adderley & Marfleet, 


mas. CATHERINE ELEANOR, Morice Town, Devon. May 8. Ernest Gard, 


Mountain, Joan Cotumsus, St James’ rd, Upper Tooting, Priater. April 24. 
Perrett, Queen Victoria st 

Piatt, in mag ye yoy Grores, St Atbans, Herts, Builder. April 23. Blagg & 

PavEee, Argh meni 3 Casares, Little Testwood, Hants, Baronet. April 22. Field 

Co, 8 field 
PaxoLzrox, Jot “ae, Cheetham Hill, Manchester, Gent. May 9. Ormerod & Allen, 
an 

RICKARDS. OHARLES Hitprrce, pony Trafford, nr Manchester, Gent. April 23. 
Crofton & Uraven, Manches' 

REN, WELCOME, St John’s ok Clerkenwell. April 30. Lindo & Go, Cole- 


Srmwon, f, WikIAM, Manchester, aoe, ag * 4 ave See 
STEPHENS, GEORGE. Margate. Kent, Esa. Boys, Margate 

SuTcLIFFE, Mary, Halifax. York. "April 16." Pinsland & Foster, Halifax 

Laas > SaMUEL, Polegate, Sussex, General Shopkeeper. May 12. Hillman, 


wes 

THoMsoN, WILL Shecieieh, Bedford, Railway Contractor. April 30. Orme- 
rod & Allen, Mancheste 

TuRNER, Mary MrpiaM, An ell rd, Brixton. April 15. Lindo & Co, Coleman st 

WEBBER, RicHaRD JOHN, Fish st hill, Corn Merchant. April 30. Surr & Co, 
Abchurch lane 

Wreastee, AnweE, Boxmoor, Hertford. April 23. Blagg & Edwards, St 


Wo CHARLES, Dursley, Gloucester, Retired Brewer. April 14. Francillon, 
ey 
Youne Gores Joun, Wimbledon, Gent. 1, & Co, 
. = m, Surrey, May1. Grundy Queen 








WARNING TO INTENDING House PurcHASERS ne Ame > Laman Before purshatieg 
an 


or renee S a house have th Lae ee ee 
pe The Sanitary E E sineenlan tual Entilation Co., 11d, West. 


ster (Estab. 1875), who = undertake the Ventilation of Offices, etapa 


oo CRUE Ou Nonstaw & Gracut’s Oxeraas; No Deposit; 1,2, or 8 
wholesale firms. Offices, . Queen Victoria-st., E.O. ranches at 12, Pal 
Mall, 8.W., & 9. Liverpool-st., E.C. Goods delivered free.—[ Apvr. 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette—Fripay, March 25, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ADAMS Wrasan O’Brien, residence unknown. High Court. Pet Feb8. Ord 


“am pie me Rochdale, Lancashire, Ironmonger. Oldpam. Pet March 
anes, Waurms,  Ghelmsfor, Grocer. Ohelmsford. Pet March 4. Ord 


BEgARDSLEY, Foun > Mill, Derbyshire, Brick Manufacturer. Notting- 
ham, Pet March 1. Ord March $1 


—— >" Tomas, Fe Perwae rd, Peckham, Commission Agent. High Oourt. 

an Ord March 22 

BLUNEERFIELD, HENRY, and Wir114M Hive, Weltjerd, Hammeremith, Builders. 
High Court. Pet March #2. Ord March 22 

BavwzEee, Esse, Horsham, Hay Dealer. Brighton. Pet March 21. Ord 


Butprrrr, CHARLES EpWAkp, Southwark st, PotatoSalesman. High Court. Pet 
March 21, Ord March 2 

Buxton, Wriaaax JAMES, Gray’ s inn sq, Architect. High Court. Pet Jan 26. 

Canren, Gacnen Roe, Anerley rd, Penge, Physician. Oroydon. Pet March 22. 

me 5 Ls Haney, Sheffield, Tobacconist. Sheffield. Pet March 21. 


CLaRrk, Wnuatane ‘Saiene, Packington Shepherdess Islington, Box 
Manufacturer. High Court. Pet March Ona, dagen 


ey ae La a Oxford st, Upholsterer. Pet March 
Goongg, Sees GEORGE, Bien, Dorsetshire, Draper. Poole. Pet March 21. Ord 
Htromann Coca, Southsea, a Colonel. Portsmouth. Pet Feb 26, Ord 

CURLING, Yommer, Hernhill, Kent, Fruiterer. Canterbury. Pet March 21. Ord 
Ourrine, CHARLES. jun, M Manchester, Commission Man- 

chester. Pet March 1. Ost Marcu 38 ‘ — 
Licensed Victualler. Carmarthen. Pet March 22. 
Exsor. WILLI4M JOSEPH, and STEPHEN Tuomas Ts Wolver! Gal- 

vanizers. Wolverhampton. Pet March 22. Ord Match — 
FuRSLAND, 1OuM, Swansea, out of business. Swansea. Pet March 21. Ord 
GRESTY, SAMUBL, Tiverton Lodge, nr 


Livery Stable 
Keeper, Haswich end Oreve. Pot Mash a” Sree, U 
Porth, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pontypridd. Pet March 28. 


woot Bovinp Hoste Bea Northampton, Clerk in Hy 
Orders. Leicester. Pet Marth 8 Ont Mak ‘ 
Huu, youn, Smethwick, Stafford, Grocer. Oldbury. Pet March 19, Ord 
HoLiinew Isaac, di 
- OnE, IshAc, Leeds, India Rubber Manufacturer. Leeds. Pet March 














7 


2%. Ord March 23 
a), — Asi Southampton. Pet March 21, 


Jacxsgy, Gone, Old Mill, Barnsley, Cora Miller. Barnsley. .Pet March 22, 
eee gs Yiotiow: ot, Chazing Orous, Ten Merchant. High 
J Davip,, Newport, Mon. Publican. Newport, Mon. Pet March 23. 
Joee Soar Fa, Rhyl, Flint, Draper. Bangor, Pet March 2%. Ord 
ence coum, Teamiey, Yorks, out of business. York. Pet March 22. Ord 
Kare, Guones Writtin, Murray st, New North ré, Licensed Victuslier. High 
Laxowonriy, Howan Mas, not resident in England. High Court. Pet 

2 Ord March Liverpool, Ooachbuilder. ig Pet March 
Marsan, W.: AM ArTuuR, Childer Thornton, Cheshire, Birkenhead. 
eS rantham, Lincoln, Auctioneer. Nottingham. Pet March 


a, me Fauna H, Beckenbam, Buildef, Croydon. Pot Feb 1 Peres, Fae a gh og 


NEWTH ailarch Gloucester, 
Tuomas, Dalton, Lancs, Farmer. Ulverston and Barrow in Furness. 
NOBLE, ft March 14, "Ord Maroh's3 


14. 
Panes, WALrEs, ALTER, Newport, 1. W., Grocer. Newport and Ryde. Pet March 21. 
RICHARDSON, JAMES 


saan ipa Nin, Zeer Romie, eh, ot Ma 
Sr.ace, Joann Saao, & Seas y Benton pet Weber Mayancener, Bias 
Graney, Tease Desageae, Whitehaven, Tinman. Whitehaven. Pet March 22. 
STONES. a oeeee, Dees De Stockton on Tees and Middlesborongb. 
Taruon, Janes, Bradford ee aE ton Bradford. Pet March 21. Oni 
Taomas, RICHARD, A ppreabeatgen tse. ie Bangor, Pet March 23. 
, Glamorganshire, Licensed Victualler. 


Yorks, Innkeeper. Bradford. 


Wane, Saas 1S mae Gapeees. Siscies ox Tone onl Se 
WEEKS, Isaac, Conon, deinen Ulrwihen ond Rervew 4a Wansele. 


Ww Wiri114M, 
Pet March 19. Ord March 19 ; Marci 
” “atea nielnienidacgrcrsts: + re 
Woon, Joux Daurox, Osbaldwick, Yorks, Cowkeeper. York. Pet March 22. 
The following amended notice is for that in the 
ing ~ ~4 published 


Exzicorr, Wi114M RENDELL, 


Innkeeper. Exeter. Pet 
March 14. aoe A EIRSE 


Anup, Fuses yes ae Adviser. April 4 at 1.30. 
Asusy, Gnondn ert Northampton, Esq. April 4 at 2.90, 
Bamse Wasien feskin, Lane, Ieeemnse, poke ok” Stee: 


York grove, Queen’s rd, Peckham. April 1 at 11. 


eee 
— FREDERICK Joum, 

ere ena = rn 
bd ia Sones a 1 at 12. Off Rec, 21, Fawcett st, 


aa 
a eee Ale Merchant. April 2 at 11. Of 
April 1 at 2. King’s Head Hotel, 


saowgs aia Wan Sania Hay 
remit a pretty 8a fo 
Dems sartasti One Se 


road, Brixton, Tobacconist. CoN 3 


Droxighon. Loum ¢ Yo sani in Ba Sa en 






Off Ree, 3, 
DopWworTH, ALBERT, Manufacturer. April4at3. Off Rec, Fig- 
tree lane, . 
; Hull In- 
Tati. Off Rec, 


 iociSucthehlne, “Ooutenctor. 
April 4 at 8, Off Reo, 6, Rutland 


Howe Wait, 


April 1 at 12.20. 
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Henry Joun, Moorgate st, Auctioneer, April 1 at 12, Bankruptcy 
Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

ogee 1 sew Malton, Yorke, Innkeeper. April 4at11.30. Talbot Hotel, 

rane oy 2 ALFRED, Stroud Gepes rd, Finsbury park, China Dealer. April 4 at 


. st, Lincoln’s inn 
Haywoop, rasley, Yorks, out of business. April 4 at 11.80, Off Rec, 3, 


Hices, Epwarp Hoop, "pray brooke Rectory, Northamptonshire, Clerk in Holy 
oeeten Wn 


April 4 at 3.30. 28, Friar lane, Leicester 
Luton, Chatham, Builder. April 2 at 11.89. Off Rec, High 


ester 
PE Leicester, Tailor. April 2 at 1%. 28, Friar lane, Leicester 
HExny Jxsse, Southampton, Printer. April4at2. Off Reo, 4, East st, 


Hypzs, rt Dudley, Worcestershire, Li . April 5 at 10.90. 


Off Kee, Dudle: 
Jack, ARTHUR. Che am, Jeweller. April 1 at 1.30, Bankruptcy bldngs, 


Mad a een Whicham, Cumberland, Farmer. April 4 at 12. 67, Duke 
ven 


pave, Hemost, Mon, Publican. April 6 at 12, Off Rec, 12, Tredegar 
on 

vin b, Aberystwith, , Cardiganshire, Innkeeper. Apriliati. Townhall, 

J - ae. Welshpool, Montgomeryshire, Grocer. April 1 at 1. Off Rec, 

a Taos Liithfaen, nr Pwilheli, Carnarvonshire, Qua Manager... April 

at 2. Qpeen's 8 Head Cafe, Bangor “id 4 

Kare, Jou, York, out of business. April 5at1i. Off Rec. 17, Blake st, York 

Dad. Hm ¥ N, Leamington, Fishmonger. 


Jou Apr Zat 11. Off Rec, 17, 
ventry 
Kye Bpw ae, ye, pasion, Coachbuilder. Apr 4at 8. Gausdent Dawson, 40, 


st, Hastings 
LE Moma, Louis Pavn, Oldbury on Severn, Gloucestershire, Farmer. Apr iat 
Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Bristol 
Limeig, Francis RAYNEs, Scarborough, Watchmaker. Apr 5atil, Off Rec, 
74, Newborough st, Scarborough 
Thor, Henry yi wae Liverpeal, Coachbuilder. Apr Sat 2. Off Rec, 35, 
v 
NEALE, Linney "Kingston y. ne Hull, Smack Owner. Apr4 at2. Hull Incor- 
coln’s inn bldgs, Bowlalle — 
PARKEs, rt Nowe IW, Grocer. Apr ?2at3 Ree, Newport, IW 
peas. Getane 2 st, Cannon st, Merchant. Apri ‘at 2.80, 38, Carey 


r, Gzonos, Oswaldtwistic, Lanes, Stonemason. Apr 5 at 2.45. Commercial 
ry ——— rd, Accrington 
sogten Weighman. Apr 5 at 11. Off Rec, 8, Albert 


rd, Middlesborough 
Rooms, B RospERT, Leamington, Baker. Apr 2at 10. Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, 





d Victuall 


sommes, 


SPEN range, THOMAS BRIERLEY, Whitehaven, Tinman. Apr 4 at 2. 67, Duke st, 


SraRt, SamMvEL. Colchester, Builder. April6éat 10. Townhall, Colchester 
BERT ALEXANDER, and JOHN STEWART, New Brunswick Canada, 
ts. April 4 at 12. Bankruptcy bldngs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 


STEPHEN (separate estate), South Normanton, out of business, April 2 
at eg Fiying Horse Hotel, Nottingham 


STEWART, Ro 


are, | i gton, Draper. April 5 at 11.30. Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, 
Sw. He ratato), , Monte Normanton, Grocer. April 2 at 3.30. 
fing Horse GaN : . 


Swann, RioHarp. in South Normanton, Colliery Proprictors. 
April 2 i. i. is ie Horse Hotel, Nottingham 
T. Off Rec, Bond terr, 


akefield, Builder. April 1 at 2. 
eet JAMES, Papttors, House Decorator, April 4 at 3. Off Rec, 31, Manor 
Off Ree, 


omas, Writsas, Swansea Valley, Licensed Victualler. April 4 at 11. 
oe Rutland st, Swansea “ . 
Tecepew, JOSEPH, Buttershaw, nr Bradford, Innkeeper. April 4 at 3.30. Off 
31, Manor ve B ‘ord 
—- MATILDA, Bewpast, Mon, Cabinet Maker. April2at1. Off 


Ree, 12, 1, Newport, M 
waste fi ENRY, Bast, Maichester, Stetemen. Aprils at 11.30. Off Rec, Ogden’s 
chbrs, pur st, Manchester 


WILL1aM, Northallerton, no occupation. April 18 at 11. Courthouse, 
‘Woop, Joun Darton, Osbaldwick, Yorks, Cowkeeper. April 5 at 12. Off Rec, 
17, Blake st, York 


or 
The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
London an Sesethe of March 
Wit11uMs, Wiit1Am Epwarp, and ALFRED PRossER, Bristol, Builders. March 
St at 12.90. Off Rec, Bauk ebbrs, Bristol 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
APPLEBY, yams, » Brough, Werte, Timber Merchant. Kingston upon Hull. Pet 


Feb 15. 
ane Nottingbe Marine Store Dealer. Nottingham. Pet March 
16. Ord March 21 rep ’ 


2 
ALFRED Ba’ Ealing Green, Ealing, Builder. High Court. Pet Dec 
13. Ord March 23 sai “ 


arson “vi v ase, ~ “epee Lancashire, Tronmonger. Oldham. Pet March 
Buows, Ronrer, Wigton, Oumberiand, Machinist. Carlisle, Pet Feb22. Ord 
» EENEST EpMUND, Nottingham, Grocer. Nottingham. Pet March 15. 
Ord Masch 22 
aan, Blackburn, Hosier. Blackburn. Pet March 4. Ord 
CHATTERTON, + a HEwry, Sheffield, Tobacconist. Sheffield. Pet March 21. 
James, Packington st, Shepherdess welk, Islington, Box Manu- 
. High Court. Pet March 81° Ord March 22 rg 
aad Oxtord st, Upholsterer. High Qourt. Pet March 
OMAS pemeee, 3 ites, Somerset, Watchmaker. Bridgwater. 
. A 
Cheitenham, Licensed Victualler. Cheltenham, Pet 
ix. ROBERT, Fernhill, & 
Cumazs. , Hernhill, Kent, Fruiterer. Canterbury. Pet Mareh 21, Ord 
mew ta Poole, Dorsetshire, Builder. Poole, Pet March 8. Ord 
\ me Lombard st, Jeweller. High Oourt. Pet Jan 10. Ord 


hon ici sat, Giotigts rd, West Keatington, Eeq, High Court. 








Coens ban 00 Gickens, Swansea. Pet March 41. Qrd | 


GoopHILL, Brompton, or Northallerton, Blacksmith. Scarborough. 
Pet March Ord March 


23 
Grssty, § Tiverton Lodge, nr 


GRIFFITHS, HLIzApET! z = olliery Proprietress. Swansea. Pet 
4. 
Hanr, Sous, Kimt Kinberien: South Africa, Merchant. High Court. Pet Nov 25. 


et 
Build La . Pet March 19. Ord March 21 
Hino,” Hawn btn? Nee 7, Sot igo 
h 22 


re 
Hoiurneworts, Isaac, Leeds, India Rubber Manufacturer. Leeds. Pet 
March 22. Ord March 22 
Hunt, Heyry cm, Southampton, Printer. Southampton. Pet March 21. 
Jackson, Henry Gzorce, King William st, Charing Oross, Tea Merchant. 
Court. iat 21. Ord March 
JAcKSON, W1LLIAM. Whicham, Cumberland, Farmer. Whitehaven. Pet March 


d March 21 
JONES, foe Heme hs ctenn, soon. Neath. PetFeb22. Ord March2i 


Kars, Jomx, York, out of business York. Pet March 22. Ord March 22 


Keray, Gope “Pet atch pase, ureeg © New gin* rd, Licensed Victualler. 
ratte Court. F itwell, Norfolk, Farmer. Norwich. Pet March 4. Ord 


ey 23 
Livexer, WILLIAM, Stanton on the Wolds, Nottingham, Farmer. Nottingham. 
Pet March 1. Ord March 23 
a Wa Amorvg Childer Thornton, Cheshire, Agent. Birkenhead, 
March 21 
Muarogirs, W; ie Aver. Sowde wees. , aes, Temple, Barrister at Law. High 
Moraan, a Guan 5 ICED, F Ford, nr , ence Butcher, Shrewsbury. Pet 
faa ns, Kingston upon Hull, Smack Owner. Kingston upon Hull. Pet 
arch 16. Ord 
sore GEORGE ALFRED, Gloucester, Outfitter. Gloucester. Pet March 22, 
Oras ANN pepwnetielt's Farm, nr Lichfield, Farmer. Walsall. Pet Feb 
ouren CHARLES Race Smiru, Newhaven, Sussex, General Dealer. Lewes 
Ord Mar 21 


Eastbourne. Pet Mar 5 
PICE, DoMETER, Alderegate st Furrier. High Court, Pet Feb 16. Ord Mar 22 


ADOLPHE, College st, Cannon st, Merchant, High Court. Pet Dec 15. 
PURDUE, Jomure, yson green, Nottingham, Elastic Web Maker. Nottingham. 
sustanene ra tae FRIEDMAN, Leeds, Leather Dealers, Leeds, 
aavsihane Weta yt a Magy rd, St Anne’s hill, Wandsworth, Retired 
Lieutenant General. urt. PetJan3t. Ord Mar 
SELF, FREDERICK GEORGE, d, Redhill, Trainer of Racehorses. 
7 Ben? Ry ohn's v4, Hoxton, Mineral Water Maker. High Court, 
pts ba Whitehaven, Tinman. Whitehaven. Pet Mar 22. 
Dectiagien, Draper. Stockton on Tees and Middlesborough. 


O Wakefield, Builder. Wakefield. Pet Mari7. Ord Mar 23 
THomas, WILLIAM, Domaes Veliey, Glam, Licensed Victualler. Swansea. Pet 


ak 3° 6. Ord Mar 38 st, Clerkenwell, Provision Merchant. High 
porous mo h, Contractor. Stockton on Tees and Middles- 

Lancs, Soinge. Ulverston and Barrow in Furness. 

wen, ‘Worseattilalrt, Lime Merchant. Stourbridge. 

mrrazooe, Wriias, Northallerton, no occupation. Northallerton. Pet Mar 
Wauxig, Rosset Iv Ivo, Nottingham, Builder. Nottingham. Pet Mar 7, Ord 
Woon, Jomm Daton, Osbaldwick, Yorks, Cowkeeper. York. Pet Mar 22. Ord 


Wriout, J. OSEPH, Darlaston, Staffs, Grocer. Walsall. Pet Feb 23. Ord Mar 22 


Gaszette—_TUESDAY, March 29. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 





Apoocx, Jony, Kegworth, Leicester, Farmer. Leicester. Pet March 26. Ord 4 
Pet March 2%. 
Atkinson, Law, Leeds, Cloth Finisher. Leeds. Pet March 2. Ord March 24 « — 


26 
ALLIN, PHiuip Henry, Cambridge, Ironmonger. Cambridge. 
Grd March 25 


BaRkER, : + Gt Grimsby, Grocer. Gt Grimsby. Pet March 4 Ord 
BROCKEN, ~ meg FREDERIcE, Torquay, Hair Dresser. Exeter. Pet March 25. 


BROWN, OBARLES, Beccles, Suffolk, Watchmaker. Gt Yarmouth. Pet March 2. 4 
hd Yeovil. Pet March 26. Ord March” ~ 


Canny, Haney Guonax, Yeovil, Builder. 
CARPENTER, GEORGE, Swansea, Boot Maker. Swansea. Pet March 26, Ord 
Caawe 
Cass, Ja Bury, Ir nfounder. Bolton. * Pet March 26. Ord March 26 

Portland ter, Regent’s park, Florist. 
areh 26 26. Ord March2s 

et March 26. Ord March 26 
Dvsox, Tuowas, Skelmersdale, 


oe Ord March 


 wcavetnimyton, Grocer. Wolverhampton. Pet March %. 
Bras, W, ae 


Ord 


Ganogay, Mamens, Hawendes, Fintebive, Lankeeper. Chester. Pet March #5. 
Ww us Curmorg, Sheffield, Engraver. Sheffield. Pet March 24, Ord — 
Hanneya, Sears Wriiilsx, 1, ode, Engineer. Leeds. Pet March 2%. Ord 


Jaws, Plymouth, Beer Retailer. East Stonchouse, Pet March — 
High Oourt. Pet 4 
MOLLACREA, Prvcusett, Commission Agent. East Stonehouse. e 
henshdon, Plumber. Liverpool. Pet March 2%, — 


| Jorns, Mountain Ash, Glamorganshire, Draper. Aberdare. 4 


¥ Y Printer. - dford. Pet March 25. Ord March ~ 
Fox, facenm Patong: orks, wee Fitter” Wenwick 


GARRETT, ord March 3 : 
2. ne a ton, Wilts, ie Dealer. Swindon. Pet March 2%. ~ 


4 









able 
Pet 
vy 26. 
sh 21 
Ord 
h 21. 
hant, 
farch 


‘ch 21 


aller. 
Ord 
‘ham. 
head. 
High 
. Pet 
. Pet 
ch 22. 
st Feb 
ewes 


ar 22 
ec 15. 


zham. 
Leeds, 
etired 
lorses. 
Court, 
far 22. 
rough. 


ar 23 
». Pet 
High 
iddles- 
urness. 
bridge. 
et Mar 
7, Ord 
2. Ord 
Mar 22 


6. Ord 
ich 25. 
‘ch 24 
Ord 
arch 25. 
‘larch 25, 


farch % 
6. Ord 


March 


rt. Pet 
1ehouse. 
Larch 24, 
arch &, 
berdare. 


farch 25 
V arwick. 


‘larch %. 
larch 26. 
larch 25, 
2, Ord 
2. Ord 
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Heseumixe, Juvraey, Aysgarth, Yorks, Farmer. Northallerton. Pet March 04. | Bat 


Hewett, THomas Isaac, Great Yarmouth, Baker. Great Yarmouth. Pet March 


%. Ord March 24 
Housiwe, yi Oswaldtwistle, Lanes, Painter. Blackburn. Pet March 25. 


JACKSON, sean Watnwnicnt, + Sandal Magna, Yorks, Plumber. Wakefield. 
Pet March 25. Ord March’? 
sense, Fee, & Ryde, 1.W.., Poulterer. Newport and Ryde. Pet March 25, 


Jonns, . Whasey on ‘Srawane, Bolton, Lanes, Watchmaker, Bolton. Pet March 


KEENLEYSIDE, Romuat, I 
= oe ae, Gaenheed, nsurance Agent. Newcastle on Tyne, 


KITCHEN, Cheltenham, Glass Pet March 25. 
7, CHARLES, Dealer. Cheltenham. 


25 
pasa, Weskington, Lincolashire, Miller. Boston. Pet Marchi7. Ord 


MALEY, EDWARD Bostock, Ronerr Youne, and 8 
Gi Pancras, Organ Builders. h Court. Pet, March 93, Ord Fd 


MocGrara, tS OAS, Abergavenny, Mon., Tallon Pet Masch 1 11, 


Ord M 
MirTey td » Britanpia City ae eee ae High 
Court, ye Jan. finch 


stDOne, SEeree, poues rd, Thornton Freath, Doctor. Croydon. Pet Feb 22. 

Moves, i ages, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Clothier. High Court. Pet March 24. 

NEEP, eee, Mieson, Yorks, Farm Foreman. Sheffield. Pet March 24. 
Ord March 24 


ARNELL, Jonn, Coven’ oventry. Pet March 24. Gt Ree 
—. rim yr” 8 at De Depttort Auctioneer. Greenwich, Pet March 


23 
Manchester, Accountant, Salford. Pet March 2. Ord 
Racz, GEorcE + - poem Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Leeds. Pet March 26. 


HB&NSHALL, West Derby, nr Liverpool, Brewer. Liverpool. Pet 
March 94. Ord March 2 ” 


Ruvig, Tzemas Hatt, Sheffield, Auctioneer. Sheffiel€. Pet March 25. Ord 


Rose a eats Beddgelert, Carnarvonshire, Farmer. Bangor. Pet March 26. 


Rosmts, Rican, ae Coliyer st, Pentonville, Cowkeeper. High Court. Pet Feb 


SAUNDERS, ARTHUR Morrxis, Sunbury on Thames, Broker. Kingston, Surrey. 
Pet Feb 22. Ord March 25 
SPILLER, JOHN, Taunton, Builder. Taunton. Pet a a 23. Ord March 24 
see, Saee Leeds, Commission Agent. Pet March 26. Ord 
arc. 
Watters, DAvin, Kiffig, Carmarthenshire, Farmer. Pembroke Dock. Pet March 
24. Ord March 24 


Wourse, +2 J., Sydney rd, Hornsey, Clerk. High Court. Pet March 4. Ord 
The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of March 18. 
, Turf Adviser. Salford. Pet 


ARCHER, HENRY ERvzst, Moss Side, 

Jan 28 Ord March 16 
The following amended notices are substituted for those published in the 
London ette of March 22 

BEVAN, LAMBTON LEE LORAINE, Fenland st, Timber Merchant. High Court. 

Pet et 19. Ord any 2 19 
Y OaARIgs JOHN, FPessiboroug' no occupation. 

Guildford ond ne Pet March 18, tee 

PILGRIM, GEORGE Beer, Ne aor Malden, Surrey, Olerk, Kingston, Surrey, 

rd March 


Pet March 16, 
FIRST MEETINGS. 
Al ray, Pasi IP Pp Beane, Cambridge, Ironmonger. April 15 at 2.45. Wellington 
ote}, Leicester 


Daanpeet, Joun, Langley Mill, Derby, Brick Manufacturer. April5at12, Off 
Rec, 1, High omens, Notting! 

ame oemeA oynes,, Boston, Lincoln, Auctioneer... April 7 at 12. Off 

Ee og Tailor. April 6 at 12. Off Rec, 3, Haven st, Gt 


Boorm 3 sage, 8 Gris ‘Grin 


Grimsb: 
Boss, Pamir. 8 St Thomas rd, Hackney, Agent. April 5 at 19, 88, Carey at, Lin- 


access, ter, Buote FREDERICK, Torquay, Hair Dresser. April? at10. Castle of 

xeter, Exeter 

Brown, CHARLES, Beccles, Suffolk, Watchmaker. April 9 at 12. Off Reo, &, 
King st. Norwich 

CARPENTER, GEORGE, Swansea, Boot Maker. April Tati. Off Rec, 6, Rutland 


st, Swansea 
eS ee, Plymouth, Beer Retailer. April7at11, 18, Frankfort st, 
> ALFRED JOHN, and JosEPH OHARLES Onpyacax. 7 ga at, Walworth, 
Stone Carvers. April 5 at 2.30. Care st Lincoln’ sinn 
"> JOSEPH GEORGE, Camberwell rd, April7 ati2, Bank- 
ruptcy loud Viorot st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Rooags, Se rd, South Lambeth, Olerk ef Rates. April fat 11. 33, 
exe aienae Ldnogia's in Highbridge, Somerset, Watchmaker. April 6 at 3. 
George and Railway Hote of Victoria 
sae park, Black’ , Laghterman. April 5 at 11. 33, 
st, 8 inn 
CRooxgs, , Beighto Derpyeaes, Licensed Victualler. April 6 at 11.80, 
Off Reo, Fi sree lane, Shefti 


Cross, Riog#aRD Cogan, Southsea, Colonel. April 18 at 3. pa: Som, 


Portsea 
~~ Davip hen, Licensed Victualler, April 5 at 11, Reo, i, 
Quay st, Carmarthe 


Draw, Isatau, Birmin; ‘am, Carpet Fi wr tr 1, i, 08 Boo. ten 
—<— Mae ood, Devon, een: 

seaahe 
Dyson, Sones, Gecienenedale, Lancashire, eri April 6 at 3. Off Reo, 35, 
Enson, WILLIAM JOSEPH, and Tx ‘gh SrerHEen THorPs, Wolverhampton, Gal- 


vanizess. Apriléaté. Off 
EsparLz, EDWARD MARGRAVE, and aTon_PEaty, Wenlock rd, 
Mock Portugal st, Lincoln’s 


ra Sawyers. Apriléatii. Bankruptcy bldgs, 
ina 

Fox, Waur Pudsey, Yorks, Printer. April¢@at11. Off Reo, 31, Manor row, 
gut Little Hinson, Wilts, Pig Dealer. April 7 at 11.30. Henry 0. 


ombs, Off = Swindon 
Orang, EDwix, Munsley, Herefordshire, Farmer. April 15 at 11, Of Ree, 


GovrpEx, fa nee Joux Hopy ¢ LO eager April 6 
Gezsry, . 6 
a saan pena Gein eet ¢ st om 


Howinef see Overston 
one Taino, 


roan iat Esa 







Apfil6é at 12. Off Rec, 1, High paye- 
W, Licensed Victualler, April 7 at 11, Bank- 
rd, Gent. April iat2.90, Bankruptcy bidgs, 
oo pean April 5 at 11. 16 Room, 90 and 31, St 
EE Coat Coveney, Cone April 5 at 42. Of Red, 17, Hertford st 
Picx, Demerer, Aldersgate st, Furrier, April 5 at 12, 33, Carey st, Lincoln's 


a PR Accountant. April 5 at 8. Off Reo, Ogden’s 


Ravanaegrr, Hipraiars Wot Derby, ur Liverpool, Brower. April at 
Rucnanboos, Jace ph RS sein thin Heenenn April 5 at 3. Off 
Rooxns, Guduar, Theobald's x, Bootmaker. April é at 11. 38, Carey st, Lin- 
Gung. gmenw pi eeteenant, Degen: Agee Sees Off Reo, 4, 


ot, aeons April 7 at 11.90, Off Reo, 0, 
emis Po teen 2 Barbican, Straw Board Liner. April 6 at 2.80. 
W. JAMES, 

Wage per ee 


neni tite "Oleck in Holy Orders. April 7 at 3. 100, 


Lancs, Architect. April 7 at 3. Oommercial 

Victualler, April 7 at 1. 
AprilT. at 2. Off Reo, 

that published in the 





sug, Wee Cae, pectinaas eabatiren. ‘High Court. Pet Feb 8. Ord 
Range, Trees, Geent Saeie, Gee Great Grimsby. Pet March 8. Ord 


Banyes, WALTER, Grocer. Chelmsford, Pet March 4. Ord March 96 
Best, Grorce Horttyes, Bath, Hotel Proprietor. Bath, Pet Feb 2%. Ord 


Baootsi Gitouon Paxoxnice, Torquay, Hatrdrower. Exeter. Pet March 2%, 
wets 5 rs propeneantpaom Nottingham. 
Cpa. Soak See ee Great Yarmouth. Pet March 
meine Miia; Se fay Bul Brighton. Pet March 21. 
Canwanp Aubin, Jaxs, Plymouth, Bose Retaile. East Stonehouse, Pet March 2. 
Crank, ‘Tuowas Guonoe, Hampton Wik, Gent Kingston, Surrey. Pet Jan 
CoaTes, THOMAS, Hutton Wansley, Yorks, Farmer. York. Pet March 9. Ord 
QUTTING, P me ee , n® Manchester, Commission Agent. 
Davies, Bari, Ce . Carmarthen. Pet M arch 22. 
SOEs Cittearr, Wereestanhins, Goppent _ pester. Oldbury. Pet 
Dyson Suamapranadscapearl-oeig Liverpool. Pet Feb 2%. 
esas Jones, Merionethshire, Contractor. Aberystwith 
Reading. Pet March 17, Ord March % 


Eyron. Tuomas Wrawe, address unknown, no occupation. High Court. Pet 





Fox, W. 


bo ILLIAM GEORGE, Frinton, Essex, Builder. Colchester. Pet Feb 
ARTHA, Hawarden, Flintshire, Innkeeper. Chester. Pet March 25, 
—e Porth, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Pontypridd. Pet March 
Hara WiLLiAM Sheffield, Engraver. Sheffield. Pet Mar %. Ord 
s Aysgarth, Yorks, Farmer. Northallerton. Pet Mar #2. 













lasso, Gt Yarmouth, Baker, Gt Yarmouth. Pot Mar %, 


|g en a RH 





Rubber Mannfacturer. April 


owns, With Watchmaker. Aprily at 11. 1, 

Insurance Agent. April 7 at 11. Off Reo, 

es Shape SEE BARE 
~ tne. e Brokers, 7 at 12, 

JAMES, Draper. AprilSat1i. Off Reo, 1, High pave- 
ra, | §*°Ssldgn, Portage! oe Lincoln's Merchant. April6 at 12. Bankruptcy 
LACT) AES 4 Panay Au April 15 at 8. Of Reo, 35, 
Lom, Soe x, Pall Mall, Watchmakers 
Manxs, F ios, nooks i 
ane, —¢ § € at 1.30. 


OE Mieoy, Yorks, Printer. Bradford. Pet March %. Ord — 
rush Baty, ai, Nr Mate Lalcester, Pet 
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Jacmnem, Jam Seprasce, Sandal Magna, Yorks, Plumber. Wakefield. | | Taxrae. James, Bradford, House Decorator. Bradford. Pet March 21. © 
ar23. Ord ar arch 21 : 
Jonzs, WitLIaM £TEWART, Bolton, Lancs, Watchmaker, Bolton. Pet Mar 25. | Topp, jane Leeds, Commission eg Ord March 26 

Ord Mar 25 ‘ pager Tunw. ALrgeD Cuxpy, Ipswich. Builder * Tpewich TPet Fob 24, Ord March 2” 
ExManvE1, Nottingham, Estate Agent. Nottingham, Pet | Waurens, Daven. Pembroke Dock. Pet March ~ 


OYNES, ALFRED 
Feb 18. Ord Mar 24 
RonERT. b Gotenhend, Insurance Agent. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet | West, WriLIAM Onn, Mansfield, Nottinghamshire, Plumber. Nottingham. Pet 
Mar 24. Ord Mar March 11. Ord March : 
a nt JOmR, Leamington, Fishmonger. Warwick. Pet Mar 19. | Warmaxen, Joux by 5 —~ 1" pemmareene: Licensed Victualler. Manchester, © 
a e 
Lax, inane, Heckington, Lincolnshire, Miller. Boston. Pet Mari?. Ord Weaken, Cpee.3 Bethesda, Carnarvonshire, Grocer. Bangor. Pet March — 
1 arch 
Lamas, Francis . Baran, Scarborough, Watchmaker. Scarborough. Pet ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 3 
18. ag to eheed ar 2 4 Hayuvrst, JoHN Parxerson, Hulme, Cheshire, Cloth Salesman. Stockport. 
Matzy, ¥ — . Roperr Youre, and AtFrep Capeen, ieais = rd, Adjud Jan 19. Annul March 4 
8t Pai an Builders, High Court. Pet March Ord Mar 
mason, Writs, | rantbam, en "Nottingham. "Pet | The Subscription to the Sorscrrons’ Jovewat ts—Town, 26s. 6d. ; 
eta 1 Misson, Yorks, Farm Foreman. Sheffield. Pet March 23. Ord | Countr:, 288. 6d.; with the Wauxty Reronrer, 53s. Payment in ad. 


‘arch 
1 See Soakee, Sheffield, Wheelwright. Chesterfield. Pet March 15. Ord vance includ:s Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can have 
TAREE. | Aire. Newport, I.W., Grocer. Newport and Ryde. Pet March 19. | their Volumre bound at the office—cloth, 2s. 64., half law calf. 5s. 64.” 
Revitz, THomas Hats, Sheffield, Aucti Sheffield. Pet March 2%. Ord | 
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The Faculty pronounce 2 “the most nutritious, per- | 
fectly le beverage for Breakfast, Luncheon, or | BY SPECIAL age 
Super 8 and soma oe hd Invalids and A. vy ol To Her Maj the Whole of shave. Saraer 
commen y the entire Medica 88. o Her footy, the HOW. 8. PA’ : 
Peing wiitoat sugar, spice, or yd amtetare, | it ome | the Judicial h, , Gorporation of f London, on, &c, ( bs. 6d 
‘or .years in all climates, and is four | BE RATA. A bc 0 2 

debe oe 3 strength cf cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 1,000 Leaf Book, 

with starch, &c., and 1m REALITY CHEAPER than such | ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 500 Leaf Book, 3s. 6d. 


Mixtures. . 
Made instantaneously with boiling water, a te*spoonful | SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. English made | 


toa Breakfast Cup, 1 h half | 
Cocoumma a La ysmeente ae mot delicate, Naestible, | Law Wigsand Gowns for Repgees Deve Game, THE BEST LETTER LETTER COPYING BOOK OUT. ~ 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when and Clerks of 


richer chocolate is prohibited. 
In tins at 1s. 6d., 38., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and | CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS WODDERSPOON & Co., 
G 8. : 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, | ESTABLISHED 1689. 7, SERLE STREET, ann 1, PORTUGAL STRE 
H, Scnwsrrzen & Co., 10, Adam-st., Strand, London, W.C. 94 CHANCERY LANE LONDON. LINCOLN’S INN, W.O. 











LAW UNION FIRE & LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY. 


ESTABLISHED IN THE YEAR 18654. 





The only Law Insurance Office in the United Kingdom which transacts both Fire and Life Insurance Busin 


CHIEF OFFICE—126, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


The Funds in hand and Capital subscribed amount to upwards of £1,900,000 Sterling, 


By express provision in the Company’s Deed of Settlement, and by the Conditions of the Policies of the Company, the Capital and Funds of 
Department are and always have been kept distinct, and under no circumstances can the Capital or Funds of one Department be applied to the payment 
Losses or Bapenses incurred in the other Department. 











CHATRMAN ; JAMES CUDDON, Esq., of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 
Dervry-Cuaramay: C. PEMBERTON, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solicitor, 44, Lincoln’s Inn Fields. 





Extract from the Report of the Directors for the year ended 30th November, 1886 :— 
inane a Department new Insurances were effected for an aggregate amount of £6,994,418, yielding in new Premiums the sum @ 
In the Life Department during the same period 252 Policies were effected, insuring £236,245, the new Premiums received thereon amounting 
£8,085 19s., of which £1,298 16s. was paid away for re-assurance. Seventeen Proposals for insuring £21,150 were declined, and 46 Proposals 
insuring £78, 180 were uncompleted in the year. 
Nine Life Annuities for £679 2s. 10d. were granted, the purchase-money for which was £5,742 7s. 8d. Sixteen Annuities for £999 10s. 6d. bee 
void during the year by death. 3 
rs The Claims under Life and Endowment Policies amounted to £46,519 3s. 6d., which amonnt, although in excess of the Claims for the year 1883 


expecta 
aimeses” af tenn by fire, paid and outstanding on 30th November, was £21,615 15s., being about 45 per cent. of the net Premiu 
received e year. 
The average rate of Interest realized on the assets of the Oompany (whether productive or unproductive) was £4 11s. 2d. per cent. 





Liberal Settlemen 5 of Losses. Moderate Bates of veniam. Profits divided every five years in the Life Department. 
Life Policies, free from all Conditions and Restrictions, gran’ ny wo ema 
Policies of Insurance Polite sot cquinet toe coatianenar al late ed TL. ~~! of Premium. 


ea a rg gg Reversionspurchased 
FRANK MoGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 
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